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FEATURED in this issue .. . 


Sixce the tirst year of our free Republican form 
of Government, Presidents have opened the doors of the Ex- 
ecutive Mansion to the general public on January first. The 
custom of a Presidential welcome for the people of the na- 
tion was first established by President Washington in 1799. 
Earle W. Gage, page 1, tells of the origin of the custem. 


Ow pace 3, John Jay Daly raises the curtain on 
the New Year, 1959, and informs readers in layman’s lan- 
guage of the good things that are in store for every Amor- 
ican in the coming months. Mr. Daly has hit the nail on 
the head in these columns in four successive years. 


A wosr timely article by Fred DeArmond, con- 
cerning a very dangerous trend in the United States, ap- 
pears on page 5. This has to do with the apparent infiltra- 
tion of the Democratic Party by the political laborites, The 
writer points to England and her misfortunes, 


Oxe or the most inspiring articles ever appear- 
ing in these columns is the one by Congressman Wint Smith 
of Kansas, page 7. It is entitled: “Freedom’s Last Guar- 
dian.” A better tithe might have been: “Speak Up For 
America.” 


Ix Communisr countries the people have only 
one political party from which to select their candidates. 
Americans look upon this as “rubber stamping” and do not 
consider it a right of suffrage at all. In the United States 
we have a two political party system. But there is little 
choice insofar as platforms are concerned. This endangers 
the future of our country and could eventually lead to one- 
man rule. Dr. Dan W. Gilbert, page 13, gives a rather 
meaningful analysis of the situation. 


Tuose who live by the sword shall die by the 
sword. This was the case of William Walker who figured in 
the early history of the U. 8S. As a conquerer of Central 
American countries and temporary President of Nicaragua, 
he was finally shot twice before his troublesome life ended. 
Raymond Schuessler, page 15, tells the story. 

x 


Ix ruis New Year, with all its possibilities be- 
fore us, there is great need of a new look at ourselves. New 
techniques in handling personnel, as well as in the handling 
of the machines and of the test tubes of this new age, are 
necessary to the success of the individual and to industry, 
science and life itself. N. R. Ewing of the National Insti- 
tute of Leadership, Los Angeles, points to the needs and 
ways of accomplishing these things, page 17. 


Tur interesting story by George W. Grupp, page 
19, tells how a dream of years resolved into a prosperous 
venture as well as a satisfaction to the imagination of a 
daring speculator. 


Tue rapid influx of aliens of all nationalities, 
and especially many of questionable loyalty, is threatening 


By George W. Grupp our future economy and security. The situation is best 
Admission of Aliens and U. S. Security explained by Dr. Anthony T. Bouscaren, page 21. 


By Dr. Anthony T. Bouscaren 
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NEW YEAR'S AT THE WHITE HOUSE 


When the Dutch in New York called on the President in 1790, they 
inaugurated a custom that has been carried down through history 


ROMPTLY at 11 o’clock on New Year’s Day morn- 

ing, one of Uncle Sam’s military bands will strike 
up “Hail to the Chief,’ and the President and first 
lady will slowly walk down the White House staircase 
to continue a custom as old as the Presidency, the 
great annual reception to the American people. 

For three hours the President’s right arm will be 
at the mercy of all visitors, all because George Wash- 
ington, in 1790, when New York City was the seat of 
the Federal Government, held a reception attended by 
all home and foreign dignitaries, Or, better still, all 
because it was the Dutch who settled New York and 
firmly established the custom of receiving on the first 
day of the year. 

Although Washington apparently knew nothing of 
it, New Year’s Day calling, official and promiscuous, 
had been going on merrily in New York for 164 years 
when he took up presidential residence there. In the 
dignified square house on Cherry Street, where now 
loom the piers of the Brooklyn Bridge, Washington 
was surprised at noon on New Year’s Day, 1790, by 
the calling Dutch dignitaries of the city, all in their 
best starched ruffles and shiny shoes, with large 
buckles. 

Doubtless the courtly Washington received them as 
at his regular afternoon receptions. In black velvet 
suit, one yellow-gloved hand on his steel-hilted sword, 
the other holding his cockaded hat, the President 
would bow to each entering guest, and “after the circle 
was formed for the day,” would go the rounds with a 
word of greeting to each. 

The obligation of future American Presidents to re- 
ceive their fellow countrymen on New Year’s Day was 
now fixed, and became a part of the role of the Chief 
Executive. Washington adopted the Dutch custom for 
the new country. It was indeed a custom naturally 
congenial to his temperament. The President of the 
United States must be established as the social equal 
of any European monarch; yet he must not lose sight 
of his republicanism in the process. 

Washington found the custom so delightful that he 
requested that all successors to the Presidency main- 
tain the custom of greeting the people on the first day 
of the year. Thus it was, that his immediate succes- 
sors — Adams, Jetferson, Madison, Monroe, and John 
Quincy Adams — all maintained the tradition of the 
“Republican Court” which Washington had founded. 
The New Year’s reception remained the official open- 
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ing of the season. When the President’s residence was 
moved to the White House, in Washington, during the 
administration of John Adams, the reception moved 
along with the official family. 


There, in the “wilderness city,” in the unfinished 
White House, with the main staircase yet unbuilt and 
the East Room used by Mrs. Adams as a clothes-drying 
room for the family wash, President Adams received 
as ceremoniously as ever George Washington himself. 
In full dress — black velvet suit with silver knee and 
shoe buckles, silk stockings, white waistcoat, powdered 
wig, and gloves — he greeted his guests upstairs in the 
oval room. 


That was in 1801. The following New Year's Day, 
with a President of a different disposition in the White 
House, the reception went on much as before. Thomas 
Jefferson, as is well known, abolished the frequent 
“courtlike levees” of his predecessors; but he kept 
that of New Year’s Day. The White House doors 
were flung wide open; abandoned were the “tea, cof- 
fee, plain and plum cakes” of Lady Washington’s day, 
along with her manners, while, according to news- 
paper accounts, the officials and “the citizens of Wash- 
ington, together with a large assemblage of ladies, 
partook of a handsome repast, rendered more agree- 
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White House, New Year's Day, Where President Received 
Public, 1959 
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able by the accompaniment of the Marine and Italian 
bands.” 

Not until the arrival of Dolly Madison, wife of Pres- 
ident Madison, one of the most noted hostesses of them 
all, did gaiety and fashion come into their own, and 
the White House New Year's reception actually become 
a social crush. So dominant indeed, was the hostesses 
personality that she, and not the President, became the 
chief center of attraction. 

It was during the administration of Andrew Jack- 
son that the expense of serving a sumptuous repast to 
the thousands of guests became such a great expense— 
due to the fact that Congressmen and Senators had 
adopted the custom of inviting from ten to twenty 
guests from their home districts in addition to the host 
of local people, official and citizenry — that it was nec- 
essary to terminate serving “heavy feeds” to guests. 
It remained for President Buchanan to end the serv- 
ing of refreshments, and the custom was not again 
taken up for nearly a century. Today the question of 
what if anything shall be served remains for the first 
lady to decide. 

In the period since Jackson first admitted the public 
indiscriminately, no one has been excluded from a 
New Year’s White House reception on account of cos- 
tume or standing. No limit, save the hours of the re- 
ception, is set. Anyone is welcome and is received. 

Eleven o'clock, on New Year’s morning, with fanfare 
of trumpets, the President, the members of the cab- 
inet and their wives march down the White House 
staircase into the Blue Room, there to receive the dip- 
lomatie corps, who in full glitter of uniforms and dec- 
orations, have previously assembled in the state dining 
room. Then follow the justices of the Supreme Court, 
members of Congress, officials of Army, Navy, Air 
Force, Marine Corps, veterans of all wars, patriotic 
societies, and the general public. 

It was at the close of the trying reception of 1863 
that Secretary William H. Seward laid the Emancipa- 
tion Proclamation before President Lincoln for his 
signature, Twice the President picked up the pen, 
dipped it into the ink, moved it to the place for the 
signature, and laid the pen down. Finally, he turned 
to Seward and said, “I have been shaking hands since 
nine o’clock this morning, and my right arm is nearly 
paralyzed. If my name ever goes down into history, it 
will be for this act, and my whole soul is in it. If my 
hand trembles, when I sign the Proclamation, all who 
examine it hereafter will say, ‘He hesitated.’” Turn- 
ing to the table, Lincoln slowly, firmly wrote “Abra- 
ham Lincoln” in a clear and familiar hand, which all 
the world knows to this day. He looked up and 
smiled. “That will do.” 

When George Washington instituted the custom of 
White House receptions on New Year’s Day, the holi- 
day, held on the first of January, was less than a gen- 
eration old, although one of the oldest of festivals to 
be celebrated. Not until January 1, 1752, was New 
Year’s celebrated on that date; previously it had been 
celebrated on what is now March 25, The change in 
the calendar was made in 1752 by Great Britain 
through act of Parliament. 

From old Dutch times to the middle of the 19th Cen- 
tury, New Year’s Day in New York City was devoted 
to the universal interchange of visits. Every door was 
thrown open, and it was considered a breach of eti- 
quette to omit any acquaintance in the annual calls; 
when old friendships were renewed and family differ- 
ences amicably settled. 

There were great feasts spread in many homes and 
the tradition of tremendous Dutch eating and drink- 
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Presidental Palace, Cherry Street, New York City, 1790, 
Where President Waskington Received Dutch Callers, Es- 
tablishing a Precedent Yet Followed 


ing was faithfully observed, Special homes were noted 
for particular entertainment; at one, pickled oysters; 
at another, boned turkey or marvelous chocolate or 
perfect coffee. At all houses there were New Year’s 
cakes in the form of the Egyptian cartouche. 

To these early New York Dutch settler Americans 
we owe credit for establishing the custom of the Pres- 
idents, from George Washington to date, to receive 
on New Year’s Day, established by the first President 
in 1790. So successful was that first New Year’s Pres- 
dential reception, that Washington voiced the hope 
that whatever change might take place in the customs 
and manners of the city and nation, the observance of 
New Year’s Day might never be abandoned. The good 
old Knickerbocker custom prevails in most parts of 
the land to this day. 

A writer of early days records: “With the multitude 
the top feeling is a desire to express good wishes for 
the next twelve months’ experience of their friends, 
and to be subject of similar benevolence on the part 
of others, and to see this interchange of cordial feel- 
ings take place as far as possible, in festive circum- 
stances.” 

The poet Longfellow, in one of his prose works, has 
given advice as to the attitude to take, respecting the 
flight of time of which all are so forcibly reminded by 
New Year’s Day. He writes: 

“Look not mournfully into the past. It comes not 
back again. Wisely improve the present. It is thine. 
And go forth to meet the shadowy future without fear 
and with a manly heart.” 

The Old World custom of watch-night meetings and 
of setting up to see the old year out — the new year in, 
is now perhaps, here in the United States, more gen- 
eral than elsewhere in the world. Indeed, New Year’s 
Day is our second great holiday, as it has been man’s 
festive day since earliest times. 

A wise prophet of old, who had given considerable 
thought to the flight of time, the revolving seasons and 
the swiftly passing months, observed that it is very 
appropriate, as far as the Northern Hemisphere is 
concerned, that January “should be the first month of 
the year. Its beginning being near the winter solstice, 
the year is thus made to present a complete series 
of seasonal changes and operations, including equally 
the first movements of spring, and the death of all 
annual vegetation in the frozen arms of winter.” 


NATIONAL OUTLOOK FOR 1959 


Predictions for the New Year are rosier than those of a year ago. All those in 
the know agree that 1959 followed by 1960 will be vast improvement over 1958 


AMERICAN prosperity, properly earned, is straight 
ahead; not “just around the corner.” 

This is the consensus of Government economists 
backed by the topmost business experts. Making no 
claim to forecast the future, but weighing contrac- 
tionist and expansionist forces struggling for control 
of the national economy, these experts have a good 
idea of what is ahead of us. 

Analyzing the conflict between these two charac- 
ters, Contraction and Expansion, or Depression and 
Prosperity, trying to tap the winner, students of 
America’s vast economy must study subtle forces be- 
hind each move. They say without hesitation that 
prospects for 1959 look very good. 

Such optimism was not in vogue on January first 
last year. Then the fight against inflation was on in 
full fury. Nor was the picture rosy a few months ago 
when the recession, mild and short, had America in its 
grip. 

The year 1959, judging from what has been said by 
the experts, will serve somewhat as a bridge trans- 
porting the economy from last year to next year. 
That is, the winner of this battle between Depression 
and Prosperity, economic sickness and health, will go 
over the road to its real goal, the year 1960, That 
year may see the beginning of the greatest of all 
Booms with the Gross National Product attaining the 
$500-billion mark. 

No less an authority than Dr, Emerson P. Schmidt, 
Director, Economic Research, Chamber of Commerce 
of the United States, makes this statement, not pre- 
diction. Here’s the way he explains it: 

“Since, at the close of 1958, the recovery which be- 
gan last April still continues and there are no obvi- 
ously massive hurdles in the way, it seems safe to as- 
sume that expansion will continue in the period ahead; 
but, possibly at a reduced rate. Gross National prod- 
uct should rise by $25-billion from the current level, 
and reach a new high of $470- to $480-billion in 1959. 
In 1960 we should, with ease, cross the $500-billion 
mark.” 

A good look into the year 1959 places American 
hopes rather high. “Though America may move 
through 1959 at a jog trot, quickening perhaps to a 
canter in late fall, coming to a full gallop in 1960,” 
says an English-born economist, teaching in several 
Washington universities —a floating professor — “the 
slower tempo in the interim will do most of us a power 
of good. Nationally, we should enjoy a much-needed 
economic convalescence.” 

Dr. John Hooker, who made that statement adds: 
“Most of 1959 will elapse before personal incomes get 
up to where they stood in August 1957— an annual 
rate of $347-billion. Incomes earned by all Americans 
in 1958 were only 114% bigger than 1957. If we earn 
another 144% more in 1959 we’ll be lucky. Currently 
—at the threshold of 1959 — one quarter of American 
families are drawing more income than they did a 
year ago. Another quarter draws less, Families 
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whose income goes up (after taxes) will see little in- 
centive to splurge unless consumer prices come down. 
Until they are tempted to buy, extra income will be 
saved or used to pay off old debts. Either way, the 
volume of employment won’t benefit. It will be sur- 
prising if unemployment gets below 4-million during 
the year 1959.” 

That statement agrees with figures compiled by sev- 
eral other sources, notably, the U. S. Chamber of Com- 
merce. 

Government figures put it this way: Total employ- 
ment at the end of 1958 exceeded 65.3-million, about 
750,000 below the last months of 1957. Unemployment, 
due in part to growth in the labor force, was still 1.3- 
million higher in late 1958 than a year earlier. It will 
rise seasonably this winter, may remain higher in 
1959 than in 1955-57, go into a real high in 1960. 

Most of the unemployment is concentrated in the 
manufacturing sector of the economy. In that sec- 
tor, durable goods industries showed the least number 
employed partially due to strikes. Another reason for 
this is the great drop in expenditures for durable 
goods. That decline was from an annual rate of more 
than $40-billion dollars in 1957 to about $35-billion 
in 1958. 

Even that condition has a bright side, to wit: For 
every dollar spent on durable goods American con- 
sumers normally pay out $6.00 or more on nondurable 
goods and services. This is the clutch. Throughout 
the recession, expenditures for services increased. 

As the nation’s economy approaches the 1959 test it 
carries one advantage: Total consumer expenditures, 
according to Department of Commerce figures, are 
about $5-billion above the previous prosperity summit. 


President Eisenhower Points the Way to a Better Economy 
By Offering a Balanced Budget 
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That was before recession, in the peak quarter rate 
of 1958. 

“The national economy is on the upgrade,” says 
Henry M. Camp, registered representative, Orvis 
Brothers & Co., New York Stock Exchange. “That 
the recession had run its course was confirmed in 
July, 1958, when substantial gains occurred in the 
market. Further recovery, after consolidation in Aug- 
ust, lasted to the present time. The great demand 
for common stocks has been heavy as a hedge against 
inflation, along with increase in margin requirements 
to 90%. No fear of a margin call — stocks purchased 
at a near cash basis enables owners to hold stocks 
throughout periodic declines in the securities market. 
In other words, no “fear selling.” No panic, as in 
marginal trading at the lower rate level of 50%. 
Our only pitfall now, as I see it, is in the rise of se- 
curity prices to an over-inflated position as a result 
of speculative excesses. Since many issues are in 
popular demand, reduction of their supply could bring 
about an over-valued market price.” 

Here is the outlook as Mr. Camp sees it: “If inves- 
tors withhold taking profits because of increased cap- 
ital gains tax for 1958, they will be inclined to sell in 
January. That would bring about a temporary decline 
in values due to this belated selling. However, with 
the demand for common stocks still in vogue there 
would be a ready support that should tend to prevent 
any serious decline in the general market. I can see 
no reversal of the general upward trend in business.” 

“Americans who stood steadfast through the repres- 
sion,” says Mr. Camp, “are about to be rewarded.” 
This, by the Come-Back of American Industry. The 
recovery will continue even if its rate is somewhat re- 
duced. With the Gross National Product, the beat of 
all measures to gauge economic activity, running at 
the rate of $450-billion, the outlook seems rosy. 

One major item that could disturb dreams of good 
fortune ahead would be a growing series of strikes 
and, of course, a war. 

Most of the men interviewed admit that war is 
possible, pointing out that war by its very nature 
steps up production, puts people to work, but it also 
increases Governmental costs, increases debts and 
taxes, creating additional inflationary trends which 
are ruinous. 

As against this thought, Secretary of State Dulles 
told his NATO conferees in Paris, in December, that 
our military men feel assured that Russia is not pre- 
pared to risk the all-out danger of a Third and per- 
haps a Last World War. 

So, war and widespread strikes to one side, 1959 
should see the maintenance of, if not an actual increase 
in, dividends of all kinds. Looked for also are in- 
creases of business and professional incomes. Per- 
sonal income will undoubtedly beat the 1958 figures 
although, accerding to the Department of Commerce, 
the November personal income gain of $2.5-billion 
assured an all-year income total of $353-billion, or $5- 
billion more than in 1957. This, despite the recession. 

This unexpected increase in personal income during 
the last months of 1958 wiped out a decline of almost 
1% per cent (annual rates) and brought the economy 
$12 to $14-billion higher than it was in the recession 
low. This again shows how fast America can get off 
its back and on its feet. 

There is one sad note — to be injected here. Indi- 
cations are that the net farm income for the year 1959 
will be between five and ten per cent lower than in 
1958, although substantially higher than in 1957. 
However, the upward trend in land values, farm as- 
sets and improved conditions of farm living will con- 
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The Distinguished Democratic Senator Byrd, from Virginia, 
Says President’s Budget is Move in Right Direction and 
He Will Do All He Can to Keep Expenditures Down 


tinue, This is the opinion of four economists with 
the Agriculture Marketing Service of the Department 
of Agriculture. Their findings were made in a report 
of Dr. Frederick V. Waugh to the 36th Agriculture 
Outlook Conference held in Washington late in 1958. 
In that report it was agreed that all farm commodities 
would be lower priced in 1959 than in 1958. Net farm 
income in 1958 was 20% higher than 1957. Reasons 
given for the possible decline in 1959, are larger hog 
marketings and somewhat higher production expenses. 
Even if weather conditions are less favorable in 1959, 
a higher total output of farm products is expected. 
This is attributed to the fact that farmers voted to 
end Government controls. They’d rather have their 
freedom which means more corn for the hogs, and 
more hogs—ham and bacon for the American table. 
Such is the fable of the ill wind, surpluses driving 
prices down. 

Even at that, American farmers will not suffer — 
too much. Last year their prosperity — due to a rise 
in farm marketings and net income — ran counter to 
the economy as a whole. Crop production reached an 
all-time high — 11 per cent higher than the previous 
record. High yields per acre were mainly responsible 
for this, Agriculture Department experts say, as the 
acreage harvested’ was the third lowest in more than 
20 years. 

Difficulties of increasing the standards of living, of 
keeping employment in high gear, and having satisfac- 
tory profits, are the real problems facing the economy; 
but in one sphere the outlook seems better now than 
ever before for the Home Building Industry looks for- 
ward to a banner year. 

Many changes are taking place in this field. In 
1957, for instance, there was a steady rise in the size 
and naturally, the price of houses. In 1958, the trend 
was toward somewhat smaller and less expensive 
houses. Now there is a returned surge toward better 

(See OuTLooK — page 31) 
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LABOR POLITICS -- A DEADLY PARALLEL 


Are we heading toward the same venture into labor Socialism which 


Britain found so disastrous, or will we profit by her sad experience? 


‘THE shape of things to come was clearly foreshad- 
owed by the 1958 elections. The result was not a 
Democratic, but a leftwing Labor victory. 

The heavy. vote for an off-year election, and the 
changed complexion of so many congressional delega- 
tions from conservative to radical, were chiefly reflec- 
tions of the unions’ political leaders’ ability to get out 
their vote and to go down the line for more than 90 
per cent of the Democratic Party candidates in con- 
tested northern and border districts. 

It will be remembered that Labor union leaders had 
boasted of having elected 175 members to the House in 
1956. This representation has now been swelled to 
220, or a clear majority. In the 86th Congress the 
Senate has 54 members with an AFL-CIO label, This 
has put the Labor Union Bloc in complete command 
of the Legislative Department of the National Gov- 
ernment. With an extremely Leftish trending Su- 
preme Court, all the Labor leaders now need to com- 
plete their revolution is a sympathetic executive. This 
will be their big aim in 1960. 

Defeat of the “Right-to-Work” proposal in five of 
the six states where it was on the ballot in 1958 is 
further evidence that the union leaders not only mar- 
shalled their own members at the polls, but influenced 
large numbers of white collar workers and farmers 
as well. 

The Meany-Reuther and the Hoffa-Lewis combina- 
tions claimed originally more than 16,000,000 mem- 
bers. With their wives, this totals upwards of 30,000,- 
000 adults. While this is a decided minority of the 
country’s voters, we have to remember that politics is 
ruled by organized, closely-knit minorities which can 
in some instances throw their weight in a deciding 
direction. 

The trend toward a Labor Government in the United 
States first became pronounced in the 1948 election 
when after a leveling off of the New Deal, it reversed a 
normal political cycle and elected Harry Truman in 
the face of every contra indication. Then, in 1956, 
Labor’s Committee on Political Education set a com- 
pletely new precedent. For the first time in American 
history, a President was elected overwhelmingly along 
with a Congress of the opposite political persuasion. 
The reason: COPE concentrated on the congressional 
and senatorial races, where it saw a good opportunity 
to win, and made no effort to defeat the overly popu- 
lar candidate President Eisenhower. 

Of surpassing interest to the thinking observer is 
the question of what is happening to the Democratic 
Party. Is it in process of being taken over lock, stock 
and barrel as a new Labor or Socialist party? 

In trying to arrive at a reasoned answer to this 
question, it is essential that we look at the course of 
events in Great Britain. Political analogies between 
the two countries are often useful in trying to under- 
stand and foresee trends in America. As Sir Henry 
Maine pointed out most convincingly in his scholarly 
“Popular Government,” the American Constitution 
was derived from English political institutions more 
than from any other source, America has for some 
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reason had a habit of following ia the tracks of the 
“mother country.” 

American party history closely parallels the British. 
In the past 250 years or so they have had two major 
parties, although under four names. Tory and Whig 
gave way around 1815 to a Conservative and Libera! 
lineup, just as our Federalist vs. Democrat-Republi- 
can was succeeded by the Whig vs. Democrat division 
which was changed about 1856 to the present Repub- 
lican and Democratic parties. In each instance the 
changes were more in names than in principles, On 
both sides of the Atlantic the difference has always 
been essentially one of Right vs. Left, or Conservative 
vs. Radical. 

Now, note what has happened in Great Britain with- 
in our own recollection. Early in this century the 
leftwing labor unions in Britain by the Fabian So- 
cialist underground procedure, began to make them- 
selves felt as a real power in politics. For a long time 
they had worked through the two great long-estab- 
lished parties, In this way they were always assured 
of having friends in the Parliament, whichever party 
was in power. 

Around 1907-11 David Lloyd George rose to prom- 
inence as a Liberal party leader with a passionate 
following. A very persuasive, dynamic, popular char- 
acter, Lloyd George sponsored a broad program of “so- 
cial reform” that promised to “abolish poverty” and to 
usher in what was later to be called in this country 
the “Century of the Common Man.” 

His program involved a completely new view of the 
functions of government. From Bismarck in Ger- 
many he borrowed the idea of “social insurance,” 


Former Prime Minister Clement Attlee, Product of London 
School of Economics and Leader of Labour Party, Joined 
Fabian Socialist Society in 1908 
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which has since come to be known as “Social Security.” 
Wages were fixed by law and a vast program of public 
housing was undertaken. To raise the revenue for 
these and other foundations of the Welfare State, high 
graduated income taxes as proposed by Karl Marx’s 
Communist Manifesto were levied. Taxation was made 
a means for “redistributing the wealth,” which up to 
that time had been advocated only by the openly 
avowed Socialists. 

Spurred on by Lloyd George and his followers, the 
leftwing labor union leaders conceived the idea of cap- 
turing the Liberal Party. This they accomplished, first 
by infiltration and alliance, and then after the First 
World War, by running a Labour Party ticket. 

By 1924, in coalition with the Liberals, the Labour 
Party established its first ministry. At that time the 
Liberals considered this to be smart politics for beat- 
ing Conservatives. But they failed to realize that they 
were actually being absorbed into a new party. By 
1929 only 59 Liberal members were returned to the 
Commons, out of more than 600. And by 1955 the Lib- 
eral delegation had shrunk to 6, compared with 277 
Labour and 345 Conservatives, 

Thus, within one generation, the Liberal Party, 
which gave to Britain such leaders as Richard Cobden, 
John Bright, Gladstone, Russel, Palmerston, and a 
long string of celebrities, has practically disappeared. 
It was a political Jonah act — the swallowing of Lib- 
eral by Labourites. 

The parallel affords further interest when we look 
at the actions of the Labour Party when it came to 
power, as it has in several ministries. Conservatives 
and Liberals had always divided somewhat along 
Right-Left lines, but they were in substantial agree- 
ment as to constitutional questions, much as Republi- 
cans and Democrats were in the United States prior 
to the New Deal. 

But the Post-World War II government in Britain 
changed the whole politico-economic picture. It so- 
cialized banking, the practice of medicine, coal mines, 
rail and truck and inland waterway transportation, 
electric and gas utilities, communications, and the 
iron and steel industry, Most significant is the fact 
that succeeding Conservative majorities have not un- 
done any substantial part of the socialization program 
of the Labourites, owing to fear that they might be 
voted out of office. 

It took indirection to put over such a revolution 
among a people who had long boasted of their free- 
doms. The House of Lords proved to be an obstacle, 
as the Supreme Court of the 1930s proved to be in the 
United States. The Lords were stripped of their veto 
power over legislation in the Commons, by threat of 
forcing the appointment of enough new peers to dom- 
inate the upper body, Then the Lords were deprived 
of the power even to delay the passage of a law. Now, 
even a small majority in the House of Commons exer- 
cises complete and unrestrained sovereignty, It can 
now do anything it wills to do. 

As the Labour Party edged out the Liberals and 
became one of the two great forces in British politics 
it attracted to its ranks the usual aggregation of in- 
tellectuals who adhere to all radical movements. The 
great economist Von Mises points out that Socialism 
in Britain and Western Europe was the end product 
of the inflammatory writings of Carlyle and Ruskin. 
Later came Oscar Wilde and the Fabians, with George 
Bernard Shaw, the Webbs, and a generation of other 
visionaries who arrogated to themselves the reputation 
of being “advanced” thinkers. 

Some of the nobility joined with horny-handed 
trades union leaders. Britain’s Sir William Beveridge 
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Sir William Beveridge of London School of Economics 
(Fabian Socialist) and Leader for Socialist Legislation in 
Labour Party Government of England 


with his cradle-to-the-grave Social Security plan has 
his prototype in some of those wealthy American re- 
formers such as Marshall Field, Corliss Lamont, Fred- 
erick Field and others. 

The American “New Deal” of Franklin Roosevelt 
had its birth 25 years after the British New Deal of 
Lloyd George. Now we see the rise of an American 


Labor Party only a few years behind the same Social- 


ist time lag. It may very well be that Meany, Reuther, 
Dubinsky, and their allies among northern politicians 
and intellectuals will become the American counter- 
parts of McDonald, Snowden, Morrison, Bevan, et al. 

All analogies, historical and otherwise, have their 
points of difference as well as resemblance, and that 
of British and American politics is no exception. Prob- 
ably the most marked difference between the Liberal 
Party in Britain and the Democratic Party in Amer- 
ica is the sectional nature of the latter. 

For almost a century now, all political issues, for 
Southerners, have hinged on the Civil War and the 
Negro question. Except in a few districts, Southern- 
ers do not have a chance to express themselves on the 
burning political and economic issues of the time — 
the New Deal-Fair Deal revolution and the bid of the 
great northern labor unions for supreme power. Time 
after time the Democrats have assumed national con- 
trol only because no choice was made in 11 southern 
states. Even in the 1958 election the Democrat-Labor 
coalition obtained overwhelming control of both 
houses of Congress by polling only about 55 per cent 
of those registering a vote. 

When the British Liberals realized the fatal conse- 
quences to their party of the coalition with Labour, it 
was then too late to rescue the party from oblivion. 
Here in the U.S.A., the Democratic Party in the North 
is really one with a Labor Party in all but name. Its 
principles and ideals are so irreconcilably opposed to 
those of the party in the South that only a miracle 
can keep this strange pair marching under one banner 
through another election. While the unions are re- 
cruiting feverishly in those new industries that have 
moved south, their count in Dixie is not enough to cut 

(See Lanor — page 32) 
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FREEDOM'S LAST GUARDIAN 


Many new citizens of our country marvel at the freedom of oppor- 
tunity and of the right to live in peace under the American system 


By HON. WINT SMITH 


U. S. Representative from Kansas 


HE Constitution of the United States grants all 

Americans freedom. Yet, throughout the length 
and breadth of the land powerful forces in various 
guises incessantly gnaw away with determined efforts, 
intent upon destroying our cherished freedom. Those 
engaged in this nefarious work have made an alarm- 
ing headway. 

Their future success depends upon you. If you as- 
sume the attitude of “let George do it” in regard to 
preserving our freedom, we are lost as a free nation. 

But if you bestir yourselves to the extent of gaining 
a complete understanding of basic issues, evaluating 
them in terms of the American Way of Life, and ac- 
tively fighting for the preservation of those great prin- 
ciples which have made us the foremost nation on 
earth, then we are safe. 

The decision —and make no mistake, it is a vital 
one — is yours, 

“I want to fight for freedom,” you say. “But I am 
only one, What can I—a lone individual — do?” 

Here is the answer—the answer which can pre- 
serve our freedom for all time to come: Speak up for 
America! It matters not who you are or where you 
may be, make that your slogan. And practice it every 
day of your life. 

How? 

Perhaps you can emulate Olga R. Erzigkeit. Not 
long ago she, a Registered Nurse in Canton, Ohio, had 
occasion to deliver an address. She could have spoken 
on any topic she chose. But she appreciated America. 
She was proud of her country. So she selected as her 
subject THE SPIRIT OF AMERICA. 

It so happened that this address came to the atten- 
tion of a patriotic organization which awarded Miss 
Erzigkeit a cash prize of $50 for her speech. 

But Miss Erzigkeit did not spend the money, “It 
seemed,” she says, “that no matter how often I could 
have used that $50 in the home, I was prevented from 
doing so by a spirit within me which caused me to feel 
that thea best thing I could do with the ‘Freedom Seed 
Money’ was to plant it and help it grow.” 

What did she do? 

Working on the theory that a better world starts in 
one’s own heighborhood, Miss Erzigkeit arranged five 
separate essay contests in the five schools which she 
had attended. 

“In two grade schools, a high school, in Sunday 
school and a school for nursing,” she says, “the stu- 
dents were invited to write essays on WHAT FREE- 
DOM MEANS TO ME. In the Sunday school the sub- 
ject was WHAT FREEDOM OF WORSHIP MEANS 
TO ME. The prize for each winner was $10.” 

In that way Miss Erzigkeit spoke up not only for 
America, but for freedom, not once but again, again, 
again, again and again. 

Another patriot, Marko Miletich, a member of the 
United States Air Force, spoke up for America by 
writing a letter — but with what a message! 

In his first paragraph he explained his life under 
dictatorships in various foreign lands before he came 


to America, his hope to escape that sort of existence, 
and his longing for freedom. ; 

“My choice,” he wrote, “was America, Yes, this was 
the country which opposed all dictatorships and op- 
pressions and where all people from different parts 
of the wor!d have come in earnest hope of achieving 
freedom and liberty.” 

Then came Marko’s decision. He would attempt to 
escape to America. “It was a crucial moment in my 
life when I determined to flee to freedom,” he wrote. 
“It was, as usual in such circumstances, a desperate 
attempt. If I failed, it would mean death.” 

But he was successful and is utterly grateful to his 
newly adopted land. “America,” he wrote, “is a sym- 
bol, a symbol of those human rights imprinted on 
man’s soul and in his mind by the Divine Master, It 
is an inheritance from God. Yes, this is the land of 
promise: This is America.” 

Over and over Marko repeated the same thought like 
a refrain. “Yes, this is the country, this United States 
of America, which is giving hope to the world, where 
one can live in peace disregarding their race or re- 
ligion. A proof that they can live together and work 
together and play together.” 

Then, for a paragraph, Marko considered his ances- 
tors, early pioneers who came here and worked and 
fought to develop and preserve their freedom. 

“And I, too,” he writes in closing, “am an immi- 
grant and a new citizen, proudly taking active part in 
the ever watchful strife in an effort to preserve the 
ideals of “Our Way” and the “American Way” for our 
posterity and, eventually, for all humanity.” 

Can you imagine a letter like that from a foreign- 
born member of our country’s armed forces failing to 
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arouse in each reader a deeply patriotic emotion? 
This, Marko Miletich’s way of speaking up for free- 
dom, is well worth emulation by every truly patriotic 
American. 

“But,” you say, “I am just an ordinary citizen. I 
have friends, neighbors, acquaintances — all of them 
Americans. What can I tell them that they do not 
know? How can I speak up for freedom to them?” 

That was Frank Martin’s situation, A midwestern- 
er, he visited the Capitol while on vacation, To many 
Americans, that does not seem so significant. Five 
million people visit the Capitol each year. But Frank 
Martin took a very different point of view. 

“Those,” he says, “who look upon the Capitol as just 
another Government building could not be more wrong. 
From one end to the other, from the basement to the 
topmost pinnacle, it teems with inspiration, drama, 
and significance.” 

Did he see more in the Capitol than the ordinary 
visitor? Probably not. He simply took time to think 
of what he saw and what it meant. 

“Throughout the world,” he says, “the American 
Way of Life is— and for years has been — under vi- 
cious attack. But our Government has won and even 
gained strength from each assault. And today our 
Capitol stands as the hope and fortress, the very cita- 
del of freedom. As such it is the most important Cap- 
itol on earth.” 

But even that does not tell the full story so far as 
Frank Martin is concerned, “People everywhere are 
watching it,” he says, “wondering if the ideal it repre- 
sents will succeed. Can man live in peace with all 
other men, and yet retain his dignity and freedom?” 

No conclusive answer is apparent, Frank admits. 
“Yet,” he says, “by following this ideal, the United 
States has grown from a handful of colonies strug- 
gling in the wilderness to the world’s leading power 
while other nations with different types of govern- 
ments have weakened, crumpled, and even disinte- 
grated. 

“These facts,” Frank declares in ringing tones, 
“strongly suggest that the idea which the United 
States Capitol represents is truly the hope of the 
world.” 

Few of us, perhaps, are as articulate as Frank Mar- 
tin. But each of us visiting national points of inter- 
est can speak up for freedom, emulating Frank Martin. 
And let us never forget that, whatever may be the sit- 
uation in other lands, in America we still enjoy free- 
dom. We will help to preserve that freedom by ex- 
pressing our pride in it, by speaking up for it. That 
is a significant part of the American Way of Life. 

Whatever your profession or station in life, you 
may speak up for America and for freedom. The Rev- 
erend John Norton Williams, of Mt. Sterling, Ken- 
tucky, did so quite forcefully in his sermon called 
“| CHOSE FREEDOM.” 

He begins his sermon with an account of the Pro- 
vincial Convention at Richmond, Virginia, in 1775. 
Among those present, as the Reverend Williams tells 
us, are such sterling patriots as Richard Henry Lee, 
Benjamin Harrison, Thomas Jefferson, Thomas Nelson, 
and George Washington. 

“Seated in the pulpit,” the Reverend Williams re- 
ports, “is Peyton Randolph, the president of this Con- 
vention. In the third pew from the front on the north 
side of the church sits the brooding figure of Patrick 
Henry, the Tongue of the Revolution. 

“Randolph, presiding, calls the convention to order. 
After a word of prayer, Edmund Pendleton arises to 
present a resolution of gratitude to the Island of Ja- 
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maica for her aid in the hard contest between Great 
Britain and her colonies. 

“This is no easy time in which to be living,” Rev- 
erend Williams remarks. “The tensions which exist be- 
tween the mother country and this land across the sea 
are mounting daily. One intemperate act follows 
close upon another as the Parliament seeks by the co- 
ercive powers of legislation to take from her off- 
spring the last vestige of freedom.” 

In a few words he outlines the newest development : 
The mother country has blocked the Boston harbor 
with British warships until such a time as the col- 
onies shall pay the tea tax. 

Then Patrick Henry gets to his feet, obtains recog- 
nition, and proposes: 

“Resolved that a well-regulated militia is the nat- 
ural strength and only security of a free government.” 
As soon as that is seconded, Henry continues: 

“Resolved, that this colony immediate be put into 
a state of defense.” And again the shouts of approval 
echo and re-echo throughout the convention hall. 

At that time George Washington arises. “I am a 
soldier,” he says. “I believe in being well-prepared. 
I will raise 1,000 men, subsist them at my own expense, 
and march myself at their head to the relief of Boston.” 

The Convention members give this magnanimous 
offer a thunderous applause, but still the din is punc- 
tuated with a chorus of, “Nay! Nay!” 

Now the author of the above resolutions is standing 
—tall, red-headed, and rawboned, an unearthly fire 
burning in his eyes. Beginning somewhat calmly, he is 
unable to smother the excitement which plays more 
and more upon his features and thrills in his tones. 

The tendons of his neck stand out white and rigid 
like whip cords. His voice grows loud and louder un- 
til the walls of the convention hall and all within 
seem to shake and rock in tremendous vibration. Here 
are the closing words of that phillippic: 

“Gentlemen may cry peace, peace — but there is no 
peace. The war is actually begun! The next gale that 
sweeps from the north will bring to our ears the clash 
of resounding arms! Our brethren are already in the 
field! 

“Why stand we idle here? What is it that the gen- 
tlemen wish? What would they have? Is life so dear 
or peace so sweet, as to be purchased at the price of 
chains and slavery? Forbid it, Almighty God! I 
know not what course others may take, but as for 
me, give me liberty or give me death!” 

(See Freepom — page 32) 
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—STATES DEMAND RIGHT OF SELF-SECURITY 


THE ENEMY WITHIN 
OUR GATES 


(REGISTERED TRADE MARK) 


Concerning the Activities of Movements Tending 
To Undermine the Institutions of the Republic 


Rights of States Defended 
In High Court 


The authority of the various States to conduct their 
own probes of the subversive menace has been de- 
fended before the U. S. Supreme Court by Louis C. 
Wyman, Attorney General for the State of New Hamp- 
shire. 

Reverend Willard Uphaus, Executive Director of 
“World Fellowship,” Incorporated, a group that runs 
a Communist-patronized summer camp in the State 
of New Hampshire, had been cited for contemt in 
New Hampshire for his refusal to produce certain evi- 
dence at an inquiry conducted in that State. The 
New Hampshire Legislature designated Attorney Gen- 
eral Wyman to probe subversive activities and he 
found that Reverend Uphaus, formerly of Muncie, 
Indiana, had been a member of numerous Communist- 
fronts, and that guests and lecturers at the Fellow- 
ship’s camp included former and present Communists. 

Attorney General Wyman’s defense of the activities 
of his State to probe into the Red menace met a bar- 
rage of questioning by Chief Justice Earl Warren. 
Many courtroom observers felt that his plea before 
the court was turned into a running duel between him 
and the Chief Justice, because of the repetition of the 
questions put to him by Chief Justice Warren. 

Addressing the high court, Attorney General Wy- 
man referred to his report to the New Hampshire 
Legislature on January 5, 1955, which he said con- 
tained “more than 45 pages devoted to the protracted 
and substantial record of affiliation with, support of, 
or membership in, repeated organizations cited as 
subversive or Communist controlled, by Federal agen- 
cies on the part of named individuals who spoke at 
World Fellowship, Inc., during the 1954-1955 seasons, 
covered by the subpoenas under consideration. The 
repeated, prolonged, and curiously proximate meet- 
ings and lectures at World Fellowship by persons such 
as William Hinton, Julian Schumann, and others, may 
not logically be dismissed as mere coincidence. The 
State of New Hampshire has the right to know whether 
it was coincidence or plot, dissent or subversion.” 

Continuing, Attorney General Wyman said: “The 
State interest involved is its right to take reasonable 
precautionary measures to insure its own survival as 
a free government. The ways, wiles, and devious prac- 
tices of the fellow-traveller and intellectual Communist 
sympathizer many of whom are far too clever (with 
the sanction and approval of the party itself) to be 
or ever have been an actual member of the Communist 
Party, requires the most careful of cross-examination 
in fact-finding investigation in order to separate the 


Arkansas State Legislative Committee Hearings Involve 

Secret Communist Agitators in Racial Movements. Left, 

F. A, Young and Mrs. L. C. Bates, Negro Association Lead- 

ers (NAACP). Right, Investigating Committee Members 

and Initial Witness, Former Lt. Governor, J. L. Shaver. 
Atty. Gen’l. Bruce Bennett Presides 


wheat from the chaff in fact-finding and to test the 
validity of empirical denials of subversion by a wit- 
ness. Perhaps these people all met in New Hamp- 
shire at Appellant’s camp just to smoke the pipe of 
international peace and brotherhood. Perhaps they 
did not. The Legislature of New Hampshire does not 
know. It has not yet been given even the elementary 
information it seeks in the principal case, of who was 
there. Reasonable, rational and sensible requirements 
of due process require no holding that the right of the 
State is to be thwarted by judicial creation of an indi- 
vidual right of privacy which extends even to protec- 
tion against relevant responsible inquiry into subver- 
sion. The most vital of State interests is involved. A 
decision from this Court clearly affirming to the States 
of this Union the power to investigate subversion 
within their borders — reasonably, fairly, and yet 
firmly —is urgently needed for mutual security and 
common public advantage. We ask this not only for 
New Hampshire, but for every other State in this 
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Michael Almasi Duped Boeing Airplane Co. Officials into 

Assigning Him to Scientist Post, Claiming Background which 

Proved False. Had Access to Classified Information. (Story, 
page 29) 
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Union. We ask it for the security, welfare and pro- 
tection of the Union itself.” 

Chief Justice Warren questioned Mr. Wyman as to 
whether he might follow the same course if some of 
the named organizations held meetings in churches, 
and whether he would go to the churches for the names 
of the participants. The Attorney General emphati- 
cally replied in the negative and declared that Uphaus’ 
claim of being asked to violate religious scruples was 
“bogus, hypocrisy and a sham.” 


Professors Oppose Loyalty 
Oath Requirement 


Another storm is being kicked up by the American 
Association of University Professors over a provision 
in a recently enacted Federal law providing funds for 
education which requires recipients of Federal money 
to sign a loyalty oath. The law under fire is one 
which provides aid for students in certain categories 
and is known as the National Defense Education Act. 
Applicants for Federal aid under the law are required 
to swear to their loyalty to our Government. 

Specifically, the law says: “No... funds... shall 
be used to make payments or loans to any individual 
unless such individual has executed and filed with the 
Commissioner (of Education) an affidavit that he 
does not believe in, and is not a member of, and does 
not support any organization that believes in, or 
teaches the overthrow of the United States Govern- 
ment by foree or by violence, or by any illegal or un- 
constitutional methods .. . ” 

Officers of the Professors’ Association have directed 
letters to members of the Congressional Committees 
which handle this type of legislation, showing “shock 
and alarm” to learn that the law contains such a 
provision. 

Elsewhere in Association’s circles it is indicated 
that an effort will also be made to repeal that section 
of the law during the new Congress. 

The protest to Congressional committee members 
was signed by Bentley Glass, president, and William 
P. Fidler, general secretary of the Association. In 
their statement they pointed out that the oath of al- 
legiance to the Government of the U.S.A. is objec- 
tionable because, “it singles out persons in education 
as objects of suspicion; it imposes a ‘test oath’ repug- 
nant to our traditions; and it exposes those signing 
the affidavit to the possibility of perjury prosecutions 
resting on vague allegations or improper and intimi- 
dating inquiries about their conduct and their beliefs.” 

Regardless of this association of eggheads, the Pres- 
ident, Vice President, members of Congress of the 
United States, the Cabinet members, members of the 
Army, Navy and Air Force, Governors of States, teach- 
ers in most States, and others of import receiving 
Government pay, are required to take the Loyalty 
Oath. George Washington was the first executive to 
take the oath. He was proud to do so, in fact, he de- 
manded the privilege. 

It isn’t the first time the Association has cried out 
against loyalty requirements. 


New York Studies Cases of Red Teachers 


The New York City Board of Higher Education has 
revealed that two cases involving inquiry into sub- 
versive activities in New York’s municipal colleges re- 
main on its dockets. The identity of the two per- 
sons has not been revealed, but it is known that they 
had admitted previous membership in the Communist 
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It’s as Dangerous to be the Hatchet Man of Russia, as 

the Victim of Purge. Ivan Servov, Above, Succeeded Beria, 

Executed by Khrushchev. Now Servov, Khrushchev’s Part- 

ner in Ukrainian Butchery Under Stalin, Got the Ax Last 
Month. (Story, page 27) 


Party, but had refused to name others, in testimony, 
with whom they were associated. 

This information was sent to the State Commis- 
sioner of Education for New York by the Board of 
Higher Education in connection with an annual re- 
quest for steps taken in connection with implementa- 
tion of the Feinberg law. This is the legal proviion 
which prohibits the employment of Communists or 
other subversives in New York’s school system. 

The Board revealed that it is holding final action 
in abeyance pending litigation before the Court of Ap- 
peals in the case of Professor Charles W. Hughes of 
Hunter College. Professor Hughes was dismissed af- 
ter admitting past membership in the Red Party. He 
refused to identify other members of the Communist 
cell of educators active at Hunter College. His dis- 

(See Enemy — page 23) 
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CNATIONAL REPUBLIC EDITORIALS 


FOR—Fundamenta! Americanism; Constitutional Repre 
sentative Government; Constructive National Policies. 


Tue New Year dawns on a 
world tense with foreboding. 


WHAT WILL THE 


situations in every part of the globe that one half 
dreads picking up the morning paper or turning on 
the early radio news, for fear of what one will hear. 
Berlin or Baghdad, Korea or the Khyber Pass, Algeria 
or Alaska — where will they strike next? 

What has brought this about? Why should we, 
who have no aggressive designs on any other nation, 
be in this state of mental siege? 

For years, on the pages of NaTIoNAL Repustic, it 
has been pointed out the menace which threatens the 
peace of the world. We have shown that Communism 
was not what Moscow or Peiping propagandize it to 
be, it is instead Red Imperialism, We have alerted all 
concerning infiltration, against the strangling of free- 
dom by Socialism. We have spelled it out, chapter by 
chapter, verse by verse, 

We have been reviled as “Fascists,” as “Red-bait- 
ers,” told that we have misunderstood the “Great Ex- 
periment,” scoffed at for not believing that the Soviet 
wants peace, termed “reactionary” because we have 
advocated strict adherence to the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Now that the world is finally alerted to the ever- 
present danger to our liberties, we have — much to our 
own regret — been proven right. To put it bluntly, the 
focal point of the trouble in the world is in the bloody- 
minded gangsters in Moscow and Peiping. Lenin 
spelled it all out for the people of the world to see, 
had they bothered to read. 

But — instead of reading what the Communist plan 
was, many preferred to close their eyes and think of 
Communists as honest revolutionaries, sincere reform- 
ers, “agrarians,” progressives or ultra-liberals, There 
is nothing honest, sincere, progressive or liberal about 
the Red regimes anywhere, nor are they agrarians. 

People know that now. And it is not too late. We 
are on the threshold of a New Year —a year in which, 
if we, the people of the United States, put aside our 
lethargy and our internal dissensions, and work as one 
for our country, we can make this country so strong 
that we can again be a rallying-point for the freedom- 
loving people of the world. 

In order to do this, we must first put our own house 
in order, we must return to a strict enforcement of the 
Constitution of the United States, that document 
which has carried our country to its greatness. 

How may we do this? First, by carefully consider- 
ing in the light of that document what our course 
should be, and then by speaking up at all times for it. 
Just as our opponents are masters of the art of prop- 
aganda by lies, so we must become masters of propa- 
ganda by truth. 


We must know what we are speaking about, we 
must speak only with absolute accuracy —but we 
must speak forth, and our actions must fit in with 
our words. 

Then may we “go forth to meet the shadowy future 


e@ AGAINST—All Subversive Movements Inimical to Amert- 


ean Ideals, Traditions and Institutions. 


without fear” and make the New Year a great year 
for all Americans! 


As Coneress opens its sessions, 
we greet the new Senators and 


TO THE NEW 
CONGRESSMEN perms who have come 
to join the ranks of those who 


are already our friends. 


We wish you well. You have assumed a great obli- 
gation to properly represent the people of your Dis- 
trict and State in these momentous times. The respon- 
siiblity upon you is a heavy burden. Your delibera- 
tions must be carefully considered, for their results 
will be fraught with important consequences to the 
whole of the nation. The oath you have sworn we 
know was not taken lightly. 

You have, we are confident, read carefully that sec- 
tion of the Constitution defining your responsibilities : 

“All legislative Powers herein granted shall be 
vested in a Congress of the United States, which shall 
consist of a Senate and House of Representatives.” 


In taking office, you are not just the representative 
of your State or District, but a representative of all 
of the people of the United States —for nowhere in 
Article One does it limit your responsiility to one 
State, or to one District. 

You were elected to Congress by the majority of the 
voters to represent all of them— not just those who 
contributed to your campaign or who worked for your 
election. It is that larger group—the citizens of 
the United States — for whom you will soon be acting. 


Of course there will be attempts to seek special fa- 
vors of you, to demand that you vote for or against 
certain bills — but, as we read it, there is nothing in 
the Constitution that says you are bound by anything 
except your own conscience. 

You alone know just what you believe, what legis- 
lation you would like to see enacted. As you study 
the Bills put forth, as you learn the whole picture 
here in the Nation’s Capital, you may make decisions 
that may not please some of the people back home. 
But the decisions you make must be upon the basis 
of what is best for all of the people. 


You will find the demands upon your time far great- 


er than in any other profession. It was Jefferson who 
said “When a man becomes a public trust, he should 
consider himself public property.” Yours will not be 
an easy task, but through your labors you will be in 
a position to make a great contribution to the preser- 
vation of our Union. 

And to paraphrase the concluding sentence of Jef- 
ferson’s First Inaugural Address: May that Infinite 
Power which rules the destinies of the Universe lead 
your councils to what is best, and give them a favor- 
able issue for the peace and prosperity of the whole 
United States. 
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In ALL the welter of cross fire 
recriminations regarding Pots- 


AUTHORITY vs. 
RESPONSIBILITY dam, China policy, | Teheran, 


that one important thing has been overlooked. That 
is the sentence so often on the lips of those in service. 
“You can delegate authority, but not responsibility.” 

Just as on a magazine, the typesetter may have made 
a mistak and the proof-reader overlooked it — but it 
is the editor who is to blame because that is where 
the final responsibility lies. 

So in matters of National policy, while it may be 
pointed out that the advisors were in error — or were 
the wrong sort to begin with—and that those who 
were to execute the final agreements were remiss in 
not doing what it was assumed they would do, or in 
implementing what it was supposed would be done, 
nevertheless the responsibility for the mistakes rest 
with the highest or original authority. 

We have commented on these pages on the influence 
of Alger Hiss at the Yalta Conference, and the influ- 
ence of Owen Lattimore on the China policy — but 
who was at the helm at Yalta? Franklin Roosevelt. 
And who was at the helm when Owen Lattimore in- 
fluenced the China policy? Both Roosevelt and Tru- 
man. And who was at Potsdam? Truman. 

We do not know the facts as to what President Ei- 
senhower did and did not do when he was General 
Eisenhower. But when the Soviet flag was first raised 
over Berlin and at the time of the Potsdam agree- 
ment—that agreement which the Soviet recently 
highly praised — Harry Truman was president. 

“You can delegate authority, but NOT responsi- 
bility.” 

We say this only to clarify the record, All the re- 
criminations in the world will not alter the situation 
as it exists today. 

The Soviets — as they have done in the past — may 
be using the threat to the Berlin Corridor only to draw 
our attention away from an attack somewhere else in 
the world or from internal problems behind the Iron 
and Bamboo Curtains. 

They may be trying a propaganda gamut to place 
us in a false position in the eyes of the satellites. If 
we stay in Berlin, it is, according to Reds, “foreign 
occupation.” If we get out and leave the West Ber- 
liners to the far-from-tender mercies of the Commu- 
nists, then we are “deserting our allies” and no cre- 
dence can be placed upon our pledged word. 

They may be sending up a trial balloon. They may 
mean business. But those are all possibilities of which 
our Defense chiefs know far more than we. 

But we do know that we must keep America strong 
and prepared for any eventuality. And the first part 
of that task is to see that Communism does not get a 
foothold on our home front. 


Since an informed citizenry is a na- 
tion’s best defense — would it not be 
a good thing for the United States, 
if some Committee of the Congress 


PERTINENT 
QUESTIONS 


analyzed world trends in ideology, not necessarily by 
name, but by purpose and objective? 

Would it not be beneficial for the future of the 
United States, and a good educational move as well, 
to show any differences between Soviet and China So- 
cialism and the American form of Government? 
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Would it not clarify the thinking of young, and of 
not-so-young Americans, if the basic tenets of Com- 
munism were listed and placed in parallel with move- 
ments seeking their support, regardless of the nomen- 
clature of the movements themselves? 

In the fight against Communism, as a name, is there 
not a danger of permitting Communist ideology, under 
a less obnoxious title, to implant parallelism? 

Has not the time arrived to recognize the differ- 
ences between Progress and Progressives; between 
Liberty and Liberalism; between Co-operation and 
Co-existence; between the label on the outside and 
the contents on the inside of the package? 

Is it not time not only to call upon the free world 
to trade WITH the free world, but for this country 
to support ONLY those nations of the free world 
that recognize the basic fact that strategic logistics, 
including raw materials, fabrication, distribution and 
production costs represent the difference between vic- 
tory and defeat for Freedom? 

Isn’t it necessary to emphasize to thinking Amer- 
icans that acceptance of Communism under a Socialist, 
People’s Democracy, or any other label, can mean our 
economic isolation, if South and Central America fail 
to understand the purposes of an ideology that would 
nullify the Monroe Doctrine? 

How many Billions have gone to Europe since 
World War II? 

How many Billions have gone to the Far East, to 
the Middle East, to Africa? 

Then, how many MILLIONS have gone to support 
Hemispheric Defense and Self-Sufficiency? Think this 
over. 


CriticisM of decisions in cases involving 
Communists continue to pile up against 


SUPREME 
the U. 8S. Supreme Court. 
An official of the American Bar As- 


COURT 


sociation calls last year (1957-58) “a black year in law 
enforcement” as the result of the trend in decisions of 
the high court. 

Sylvester C. Smith, Jr., of Newark, N. J., chairman 
of the House of Delegates of the American Bar As- 
sociation told the Nebraska Bar Association, in an 
address, that the Supreme Court is “forgetting the 
public right to the administration of justice.” 

He told the lawyers that the court session 1957-58 
was highlighted “by decisions in which the guilty crim- 
inal was often the fond object of the court’s doting 
tenderness. Criminals, especially if they were Com- 
munists, found court decisions flowing with milk and 
honey.” 

A majority of Federal judges answering an inquiry 
initiated by U. S. News and World Report have agreed 
with critics of the high court made last summer by 
the Conferences of State Chief Justices. U. 8S. News 
and World Report sent letters to all district Federal 
judges and members of the Circuit Courts of Appeals 
throughout the United States. 

Recent court decisions have disrupted the Govern- 
ment’s entire internal security program, Preston J. 
Moore, National Commander of the American Legion 
declared in a report to the National Commanders at 
their annual banquet in Washington, D. C. He said 
that Supreme Court decisions which “materially ob- 
struct the efforts of the Government to protect itself 
from subversion” can hardly be called Constitutional 
interpretations. 
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PEOPLE'S 


‘MANDATE’ TO NEW CONGRESS | 


American people's vote in November was a protest against a con- 
tinuation of spending, high taxes, inflation, not an approval of it 


FRANKLIN ROOSEVELT was fond of interpreting 

every landslide election as a “mandate” from the 
people. The voters gave the new Congress a “man- 
date” or “marching orders” to do, or not do, certain 
things. 


What did the American people vote strongly for — 
or against—in November, 1958? President Eisen- 
hower, on the day after election, professed puzzlement 
bordering on bewilderment: He stood in 1958 for the 
same things he did in 1956 and 1952; yet, his previous 
multi-million majorities were in 1958 converted into 
landslides against his party. 

Despite widespread prosperity, the people regis- 
tered strong discontent at the polls in 1958. What 
are they so unhappy about? This writer believes it 
is the failure of the Eisenhower Administration to 
carry out its pledges vigorously and expeditiously. 
This may have been due to a one-sided Congress, but 
the masses laid the blame on the top leadership. 


In a full generation, the American people have not 
altered their fundamental convictions. In 1932, 
Franklin Roosevelt got the people’s sweeping endorse- 
ment to the Democrat platform which called for a 
25% cut in Government expenditures, a balanced bud- 
get, a curbing of the trend toward centralization in 
Government, which Roosevelt characterized as a sys- 
tem of “Piling deficit on deficit, and bureau upon 
bureau.” The people voted for drastically lower tax- 
es, drastically reduced bureaucracy, and a return to 
Constitutional Government with appropriate powers 
returned to the States, the localities, and the individ- 
ual citizens. 

The coming of World War II, of course, gave the 
New Dealers an excuse for not carrying out their 
pledges and for going to an extreme in the opposite 
direction. But the people never lost faith in the 
American way and the need to return to Constitutional 
Government. In wrath, they also turned on the Tru- 
man Dealers. Ejisenhower’s platform of 1952 sounded 
very much like Roosevelt’s pre-election pledges of 1932: 
except that it had additional planks calling for the 
elimination of corruption and favoritism in the Ad- 
ministration and an end to the foreign policy mess 
that was summed up in the one word Korea. 

The people waited patiently, but by 1958 they in- 
dignantly concluded that the Eisenhower Adminis- 
tration lacked either the will or the power to slash 
the budget, cut taxes, abolish bureaucratic waste — 
restore Constitutional Government. Many people felt 
betrayed, and said so at the ballot box. The people, 
in 1952 and 1956, voted for creative conservatism. 
They got what has many of the earmarks of reaction- 
ary New Dealism. The people voted for drastic change 
in 1952 and 1956. But, they felt that today, in Wash- 
ington, everything is too much like it was during the 
Truman days. The Sherman Adamses and Harold 
Stassens were permitted to frolic about the White 
House, in much the same fashion as Harry Truman’s 
ex-Pendergast pets and playmates. The Eisenhower 
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Administration ended the slaughter of American boys 
in Korea, but it still insists that the foreign “emer- 
gency” requires the continuing pouring of additional 
billions down what in many instances appear to be 
foreign rat-holes. 


Oftimes spokesmen in the name of the Administra- 
tion even use the old Rooseveltian alibis about how 
the world “emergency” precludes Government econ- 
omy, a balanced budget, and a tax cut big enough to 
permit a real increase in the American standard of 
living, as distinguished from a deceptive one based on 
inflation. William Pitt the Younger said, “Emer- 
gency is always the excuse of the tyrant.” A leading 
Southern Democrat has said, “What this Nation needs 
is an end to artificial emergencies.” The Eisenhower 
campaign orators urged the people to vote against the 
“spenders.” The people did: in 1958, just as they did 
in 1952. 

In 1950, Senator Harry Byrd of Virginia, probably 
the outstanding economic and financial thinker in the 
Congress, showed Harry Truman how, without crip- 
pling National defense, or any good activity of Gov- 
ernment, from 6 to 8 billion dollars could be cut from 
the budget. Truman refused to follow the Byrd lead 
—and the people overwhelmingly voted the Truman 
spendthrift administration out of office. 


In 1958, Senator Byrd was still offering to the 
Eisenhower Administration a set of practical plans 
and specifications for saving at least 6 billion of dol- 
lars annually. But the Eisenhower Administration 
followed the spending counsellors instead. The people 
like Ike personally: but they are as much against 
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waste and extravagance in his administration as in 
any other. 

The mass of the American people have deep convic- 
tions about economy and Constitutional order in Gov- 
ernment. They were outraged when Harry Truman 
trampled on property rights by seizing the steel mills. 
Many were equally outraged when Dwight Eisenhower 
trampled on State rights by landing troops on the 
school grounds in Little Rock. The people may be 
divided as to just what should be done about the inte- 
gration problem, but they are nearly unanimous in 
feeling that Federal military control of public schools 
is not the answer. After all, the troops are gone from 
Little Rock —but the problem remains. The fond 
hope of Eisenhower liberals, that military interven- 
tion in Little Rock would swing Northern Negroes into 
the G.O.P. fold — was part of the post-election disillu- 
sionment. The militant and organized Negro vote in- 
stead went to the Democrats as usual. But the vast 
majority of colored people know that justice for them 
will come as a result of stirring the heart and con- 
science of the nation through religion. Military force 
gives comfort only to extremists on both sides, who 
exploit every occasion for deepening hatreds and firing 
tempers that eventually leads to mob violence. 

The Narronat Rervuswic profoundly believes that the 
great mass of our people are conservatives. They are 
against socialism which masquerades as liberalism, 
whether it is advanced under Democrat or Republi- 
can auspices. Let the liberals unmask and run as 
Socialists or progressives and see how few votes they 
receive. In 1932, the mass of our people voted for 
Roosevelt because he promised to give them economy 
and eiliciency in the Administration, and a return to 
Constitutional Government along with an end to bu- 
reaucratic misrule, The people rejected the Democrat 
Party, when under Truman, it showed itself unable 
or unwilling to carry out the people’s long-standing 
mandate. In 1952 and 1956, the people passed this 
mandate to President Eisenhower. In 1958, they 
turned against the Republicans because the most 
vocal liberal wing of the Eisenhower Administration 
had failed to indicate the strength or will to give the 
people what they repeatedly had voted for. 

As Senator Byrd has shown the way to cut Govern- 
ment spending, ex-President Hoover has detailed a 
workable program for dismantling the oppressive 
Washington bureaucracy at a great saving of both 
money and liberty to the people. But the Adminis- 
tration has consistently harkened to the selfish ap- 
peals of the entrenched bureaucrats and professional 
spenders who call themselves liberals and humani- 
tarians. 

We believe that fully two-thirds of the American 
people agree in the above respects with the Byrds and 
the Hoovers. Political history shows that the Amer- 
ican people, while remaining constant in their own 
Constitutional conservatism, will switch back and 
forth between the parties, hoping that one or the 
other will give them what they vote for. 

The Nationa, Repusiic is pro-American and pro- 
Constitution, We trust we shall always have the cour- 
age to oppose socialistic so-called liberalism, no mat- 
ter in which party it may hide. 

In 1958, as in previous elections, the people have 
voiced their-impatience with an Administration and 
leadership which do not move swiftly and decisively 
to carry out their pledges. 

After all, the Republican and Democrat Congress- 
men and Senators each take an oath to uphold the 
same Constitution. The great majority of our people 
want from them the same things, the things they have 
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been voting for throughout this generation, and are 
discontented if either party fails to “deliver.” The 
Eisenhower liberals have learned, as did the Truman 
liberals of an earlier era, that the people want more 
Byrds in Congress, understanding that Byrds (and 
Hoovers) are statesmen who stand for: 

— utmost economy in Government, 

—a balanced budget, 

—a dismantling of the Federal bureaucracy, 

—a return to State rights and Constitutional 

Government. 

The Eisenhower Administration learned in 1958, as 
did the Truman Administration in earlier elections, 
that the way to get licked is to brag about how liberal 
you are. The people are fed up with liberalism. They 
want to renew acquaintance with true Constitutional 
Americanism, They still believe, more firmly than 
ever, that this is the way to real prosperity and last- 
ing peace. 


ELEANOR — HER LIKES AND DISLIKES 


Possibly no other woman in American history has 
been so outspoken in her likes and dislikes and so 
positive of being right as Eleanor Roosevelt, who once 
had the honor of being First Lady of the Land. No 
other woman has had the privilege of residing in the 
White House, the Nation’s Executive Mansion for such 
a length of time as Mrs. Franklin D. Roosevelt. 

The death of her “husband,” as she most frequently 
referred to her mate, did not decrease Eleanor’s yearn- 
ing for the limelight or silence her yen for public at- 
tention. While in the political spotlight her travels 
kept her on the go within our own country. Follow- 
ing her removal to Hyde Park and thence to the “big 
city,” New York, her travels took her abroad. She has 
by now become, in her own estimation, the great au- 
thority on foreign policy, and domestic legislation, a 
critic, publicist and president-maker. Some pay keen 
attenton to her urgings; others just listen to her, or 
read her many utterances. Turn her voice off in one 
place and it turns up in another. 

Eleanor has said that one is “known best by one’s 
friends.” She has befriended alien Communists, and 
domestic Communists (Hanns Eisler) in their attempt 
to break through the immigration bars. Eisler was 
later investigated and deported. She went to the aid 
of Mrs. Earl Browder who entered this country ille- 
gally, was deported, only later to return to the United 
States through Canada. Eleanor is alleged to have 
aided pro-Reds and others to obtain desk jobs, after 
being informed that they had no desire to be drafted 
into the shooting end of the war. She gave financial 
aid to Oklahoma Communists who were fighting the 
Government’s indictment on charges of sedition. She 
is reported to have financially aided a southern private 
school (Highlander Folk School, Monteagle, Tennessee) 
which trained integrationist organizers. She has tak- 
en issue with Governor Faubus over racial matters in 
Arkansas, yet he, too, once attended Highlander Folk 
gatherings on racial issues. 

Mrs. Roosevelt was a staunch advocate of and a 
driver for recognition of Russia, She has stated that 
the U.S.A. is the real Iron Curtain, not Russia. She 
has advocated a better understanding of Russia. She 
has traveled to and from Russia; has blown hot and 
cold on Russia; pleaded with the American people to 
defend the secrecy of the Yalta meetings between her 
“husband,” Joe Stalin and the silenced Winston Chur- 
chill. The outcome of these secret meetings changed 
the world, gave Russia, through the looseness and 
(See Eveanor — page 27) 
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BILL WALKER -- THE AMERICAN FILIBUSTER 


Had William Walker, a California editor, succeeded in his grandiose plan of con- 
quest, the United States may have today extended clear to the Panama Canal 


HERE are in all chapters of history unsung heroes 

and events which have shaped the course of his- 
tory more than those heralded events which we take 
for granted as milestones, William Walker, the gray- 
eyed man of destiny, who harassed ten governments 
in his time, was such an intriguing figure. Had he 
been successful, the Civil War might never have been 
fought, and the United States might have extended 
clear down to the Panama Canal. 

In 1850 America was young and full of swashbuck- 
ling adventurers, inventions, and booming corpora- 
tions. War had given us an empire from Mexico, gold 
was discovered in California and commerce was flood- 
ing our coffers. It was a time when fortunes were 
being made and empires created. It was a time for 
the ambitious. 

In the offices of the San Francisco Herald sat Wil- 
liam Walker, at twenty-eight, young as editors go, 
and discontented as young men sometimes are. He al- 
ready had brief careers in law, medicine and the 
clergy. Before him lay the latest edition of the Her- 
ald headlining the assassination of De Boulbon, the 
Frenchman financed by Napoleon, who had attempted 
to conquer Sonora in northwestern Mexico. 

France had failed in gaining a foothold with De- 
Boulbon as they would with Maximillian in years to 
come. But in this very newspaper office was 138 
pounds of insignificance, who though little known in 
popular history, almost succeeded where France and 
other mighty powers failed. And had he succeeded 
the Civil War might have been prevented and the 
South might have seceded peacefully with an empire 
extending down to Central America, including Mexico. 

This gentleman filibuster decided that day in his 
office to fashion an empire of his own. How he suc- 
ceeded in conquering Nicaragua, a country of 250,000 
with an initial force of only 57 men and how he almost 
changed the course of history is a strange story of in- 
trigue. And but for a Wall Street filibuster who built 
and destroyed empires from behind his immense oak 
desk he might have succeeded. 

As an editor Walker was able to surmise that the 
South would soon recede from the Union, His plan, 
then, was to conquer northern Mexico, establish an in- 
dependent government, then eventually merge with the 
South as a new nation! 

Rumor had it that he was actually financed by south- 
ern “friends” in this bold venture. Born in Nashville, 
Walker was always a fervent Southerner. 

Collecting 45 disgruntled gold miners he set sail 
from San Francisco in 1852 to Southern California, 
that long peninsula which was a part of Mexico, 
assertedly “to protect the families from Apache out- 
rages.” Instead of protecting anyone’s family, how- 
ever, he sailed immediately to the territorial capital of 
La Paz, captured the governor and issued a proclama- 
tion announcing the annexation of the neighboring 
state of Sonora and proclaimed himself its president! 

Mexico had lost enough land to the Yankee Colossus 
and proceeded to hound the tiny army of Walker with 
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federal troops and maranding Indians. Shortly after - 
Walker was reinforced by a hundred more riflemen 
from California, but even then they were no match 
for the incessant ambush of the Apaches who left 
cruelly tortured victims in their path. Cactus-torn, 
bootless and bloody, thirty-five of the would-be con- 
quistadores struggled back across the border. 


The little Napoleon was tried by court for violating 
the neutrality laws of the United States, but was ac- 
quitted. Back he went to his editorial desk at the 
Herald. But men like Walker never give up an ideal 
easily. 

Walker had been born restless, He was the first of 
four children in 1824. Early in life he studied for the 
ministry at the University of Nashville. He graduated 
at 14. Dissatisfied, he took up medicine at the Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania, earning a degree at 19. He 
spent a year abroad, studying medicine at Paris and 
Heidelberg. Instead of practicing, he threw over all 
his training and began to study law. He was admitted 
to the bar in New Orleans and opened a small office. 
Here he fell in love with a deaf girl, Helen Martin; 
when the epidemic took her he became a bitter man. 
Tiring again of his profession, he took up journalism. 
Now he wanted an empire for his plaything. 

About this time Nicaragua was in the throes of 
another of its interminable revolutions. For the next 
few weeks the frustrated filibuster studied the coun- 
try. This land could very well become a potential em- 
pire for some ingenious adyenturer, Strategically 
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located, it commanded what was at that time one of 
the great trade routes of the world. Nicaragua was 
rich in every form of natural resource, Most inter- 
esting, Walker surmised, was the unsteady political 
set-up with a dozen factions striving for control, This 
was easy pickings for an empire hunter. 

But had Walker gone deeper into the bloody history 
of Nicaragua, he would have found that in six years 
up to this time, no less than 15 persons had been 
president. Ever since Columbus sailed along the coast 
in 1502 and Avila 20 years later, and Cordova ravished 


. and pillaged here, the country was a scene of constant 


revolution, At present, the land was being coveted 
by Costa Rica, The Honduras, England, Spain and, 
God bless us, the United States, 

Just a year after the abortive Sonora expedition, 
Walker sailed for Nicaragua to join the Democrats 
fighting the Legitimists. His plans were cleverly laid 
this time, endorsed by both the United States and 
Nicaragua, He was taking 57 colonists to “settle 100 
acres apiece.” But, of course, “subject to military 
duty.” Intead of hoes, spades and seeds, Walker's 
settlers carried Colts, Winchesters and bullets. 

In the group were several men of prominence, such 
as Joaquin Miller, who later achieved fame as the 
Poet of the Sierras. He wrote of Walker: “The clean- 
est man in word and deed I have ever known. His 
dress, language and bearing were those of a clergy- 
man. When not in the firing line he spent his whole 
time in reading. His draconian penalty for insulting 
a woman, theft or entering the church save as a Chris- 
tion should, was death.” But Walker could be cruel 
when crossed. He sent many a man to the firing 
squad. 

As soon as he arrived in Nicaragua, he was com- 
missioned a Colonel and organized his La Falange 
Americana (The American Phalanx) and attacked 
Rivas, a prime city on the highway between oceans. 
Reinforced by 150 native troops, Walker marched 
into disaster. His native troops fled at the first volley, 
leaving the Falange outnumbered ten to one. Sur- 
rounded, Walker, instead of waiting for the inevitable 
charge, charged himself and miraculously managed 
to escape with a fair share of his troops. 

Reorganizing, Walker planned another attack. The 
Legitimists at Rivas presumed this much and drew 
all possible aid from nearby Granada. Walker at- 
tacked — not Rivas but Granada. Releasing political 
prisoners netted him an additional hundred new sol- 
diers and a new batch of Americans coming in from 
Frisco swelled his force to 400 men. 

Successive victories in the field led to victory for 
the Democrats four months later. For a spell peace 
settled over the country. Walker was made comman- 
der in chief of the army. He who controls the army 
in this climate controls the country. In the following 
election he was installed as president, outdrawing all 
other candidates by at least 300 per cent, the first 
and only time an American had ever been chosen ruler 
of a foreign country, His personal letters reveal that 
about this time he was laying plans for the conquest 
of all Central America, including Mexico. 

At this point in his hectic career Walker made the 
mistake which was to torpedo his spectacular career. 
Had he been more prudent he might have succeeded 
in building an empire. Strangely, it was a fellow 
American who put the clamps on Walker’s ambitions. 

Shortly after his election Walker began to investi- 
gate the Accessory Transit Company, the steamship 
lines which were owned by the fabulous American 
financier, Cornelius Vanderbilt, and which was under 
concession to Nicaragua. By the terms of its charter, 
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One Hundred Years Later, Luis A. Icaza, President of “Pro- 

Union of America” Movement, Proposed United States of 

Central America, Embodying Nicaragua, Costa Rica, Hon- 

duras, El Salvadore and Guatemala, Much of the Territory 
Walker Had Visions of Consolidating 


the line was obliged to pay, besides its annual fee of 
$10,000, ten per cent of its net profit. Walker found 
that the books were juggled to conceal enormous prof- 
its. Consequently he revoked the charter and confis- 
cated the steamship lines. He also demanded $250,000 
in reparation. 

Yet Walker was not entirely shortsighted. Research 
reveals that Garrison and Morgan, Wall Street specu- 
lators, had won stock control] of the Transit Company 
temporarily when the uncouth, tobacco-chewing foun- 
der and builder, Cornelius Vanderbilt, was in Europe. 
Vanderbilt, upon his return, regained the company. 
He, now, relished the idea of working with William 
Walker because he foresaw huge revenues in the near 
future and perhaps a share in an empire. He even 
went so far as to grant free passage to recruits and 
supplies for Walker’s army. 

However, Garrison and Morgan in the meantime 
rushed personally to Walker with this proposition — 
void Vanderbilt’s charter under some pretext and issue 
a new charter to them. Walker under pecuniary influ- 
ence and myopic knowledge of Vanderbilt’s power, 
agreed. That was the beginning of the end for Walker. 
Vanderbilt was also a filibuster — king size. 

The financier immediately withdrew all his ships, 
thus cutting off supplies to Nicaragua, and rerouted 
them to Costa Rica with men, money and guns to 
assist in the war against Walker. He even enlisted 
the services of the State Department. Cut by fever 
and lack of supplies, Walker and his forces surren- 
dered to the ultimatum issued by Captain Davis and 
his American man-o-war, St, Mary’s. 

Back in the States, he petitioned Washington for 
reparations, but received a cold reception. They were 
aflame with the fervor of his daring exploits and feted 
him from city to city with huge banquets and pageants, 
particularly the South, who again helped him raise 
enough money to finance another expedition. 

He sailed again, this time landing with 150 men 
at San Juan del Norte. Within a week he had cap- 
tured the town of Castillo Viejo, and was well on his 
way to regain the presidency of Nicaragua, when the 
United States frigate Wabash dropped anchor and 
demanded surrender. 

Again he was sent back. When he sailed again for 
Nicaragua, he was shipwrecked, Even nature had 
taken sides against him. 

Nevertheless Walker would not admit defeat. A few 
months later he slipped out of Mobile and landed on 

(See WALKER — page 32) 


TRAINING TOMORROW'S LEADERS A MUST 


America's greatest need today is leaders — and leadership is a 
profession requiring training and education as well as ability 


By N. R. EWING 


of The National Institute of Leadership 


ITH Russian, Mideast and Far-east storms blow- 

ing in intermittently, how may our nation’s lead- 
ership sails be trimmed and set? How may America’s 
motivating ideal .. . that Government is the servant, 
not the master, of the people . . . be preserved intact 
as the ideal for all nations? By proving that Commu- 
nist-dominated aggression is powerless in the univer- 
sal solvent of freedom and moral courage. 

We are truly free men. We enjoy plenty, and free- 
dom, together. Let’s look at some of the results of 
this way of life. There is no military instrument 
comparable today to our Strategic Air Command, The 
efficiency of our atomic submarines is unmatched. On 
our Navy carriers are hundreds of tactical aircraft. 
Our warning systems are the most efficient known. 
Both our Army and our Air Force are well-prepared 
to meet conditions of modern warfare, and the so- 
called “missile gap” has been bridged. 

Our Nation’s unprecedented industrial successes; 
fiscal integrity; sound and free economy; honesty, efli- 
ciency and thrift in Government; as well as new fields 
of endeavor crying for fulfillment .. . these solid sym- 
bols of human liberty demand skillful, dynamic leader- 
ship. 

To preserve this ideal way of life we must, individ- 
ually, see to it that key leaders are trained for to- 
morrow’s challenge, today! That more skilled man- 
agers ... from top management to line executives . . . 
must be trained now in effective leadership techniques 
has been apparent for some time, Great strides have 
been made by industry, universities, consulting firms, 
technical associations, and the military services in 
solving human relations and managerial problems 
through leadership training. But our own individual 
responsibility cannot be shirked. When the question 
is asked, “What can J do about the need for better 
managers?”, we may answer, “Make it your own per- 
sonal responsibility to start training tomorrow’s lead- 
ers today! ... By applying your courage, and your 
faith in American principles and traditions to the 
everyday activities of your office and community.” 

How many men made the American revolution? 
Less than one hundred. How many leaders does this 
Nation need to meet the challenge of our expanding 
opportunities? Quantity is less important than the 
individual quality of our thinking, our fighting spirit, 
our “do-it-yourself” techniques, In commemoration 
of the independent spirit of our forefathers, let’s ap- 
ply “do-it-yourself” techniques to American leader- 
ship. American business is not a “spectator.” Amer- 
ican business has always been up and doing. You and 
I must start training ourselves to be effective man- 
agers and leaders. Leadership skill per se is not in- 
nate but must be acquired, through training and ez- 
perience. With a little time and effort you may be- 
come a “self-made manager,” or an effective leader. 

Leadership has been defined as the activity of influ- 
encing people to cooperate toward the achievement of 
some goal which they find desirable. There must be 
someone to inspire the group to be loyal to its goal. 
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Someone must show people how they are helped by 
joining the group, and how they will be helped by the 
goal. That someone is the leader, or manager. And 
it might as well be you or me! Then let’s embark upon 
a “do-it-yourself” short course in leadership! 

The first step is to analyze the problem or goal con- 
fronting the group: then, through research, study and 
discussion arrive at some consensus as to what the 
solution of the problem is and how the common goal 
can be attained. 

The second step is to train leaders and set up a 
sound organization. This, of course, includes the se- 
lection and assignment of people to man the organ- 
ization. 

The third step is to make the organization function. 
To impart to others the objectives and decisions of 
higher management; to get those objectives and deci- 
sions accepted by subordinates; and to get all mem- 
bers of the organization to work together toward the 
common goal... is the proof that our leadership sails 
are trim and set, come rough or fair weather. 

Now that we know what to do, let’s consider how to 
do it. The cost of training office employees has been 
estimated to run as high as $342 per person. The cost 
of training executives and supervisors runs much 
higher. Then let’s prepare ourselves for every phase 
of management in which we may be placed . . . top, 
middle or firstline . . . to take advantage of every 
penny spent on training. 

The following procedures show that executive lead- 
ership or managerial action is much the same what- 
ever the organization or product produced. Here are 
seven well-tested rules to follow. 

1. Know your business, and assume full responsi- 
bility for running your own job. Don’t ignore, but 
cope with problems. Neglecting annoying or distaste- 
ful tasks may become a costly habit. In sizing up 
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their superior, many subordinates come to realize that 
he is unwilling to face up to his total job. If his pres- 
tige drops so low that he has trouble rebuilding it, 
dangerous shoals are ahead. Try setting up an on-the- 
job training program for your subordinates. 

2. Treat all employees impartially, This seems ob- 
vious to the point of omission, but since conscious 
effort is required, we cannot ignore it in this discus- 
sion. Taking prompt action on requests; showing 
approval if they are reasonable; and administering 
grievance procedures sympathetically are only some 
of the tools in the “kit” of essential human relations 
that build teamwork. 

Willingness to listen receptively portrays the tact- 
ful nature of a good leader. Insurance against the 
pitfalls of bossiness is the practice of receptivity. The 
dictator listens with a closed mind, The leader lis- 
tens with a sincere desire to understand and take into 
account the subordinate’s point of view. Cultivate 
the “you-approach.” Seeing the other man’s point of 
view is invaluable to leadership. Listening objectively 
aids impartial judgment. Practice objectivity by ask- 
ing yourself, “Why? Why does he say this, and why 
does he feel the way he does?” 

3. Maintaining good communications. Win coopera- 
tion in your department by keeping everyone well in- 
formed about what is going on and how it affects 
them. 

4. Develop a training program for your executives 
and supervisory employees, on either a group or in- 
dividual basis. Be certain that they have proper man- 
uals to govern their areas of responsibility and train 
their employees. A noted leadership authority says, 
“The power . . . to organize and to interpret can cer- 
tainly be increased by good education, and this is es- 
sential to good leadership.”* The one who exercises 
his powers of organization, who knows the most about 
the situations, problems and the reactions, individual 
and collective, of the people in the organization de- 
serves leader status. Focus all of your intelligence, 
wisdom, understanding, and experience on knowing 
what to do and how to do it most effectively in your 
training program. 

5. Develop a keen sense of imagination, originality 
and intuition. The leader must understand his or- 
ganization and visualize its future with acute percep- 
tion and keen intuition in order to exercise dominion 
over coming events. In the words of Alex F. Oxborn, 
author of Applied Imagination, he must “excel in re- 
sourcefulness . . . recognize the value of creativity, and 
know how to tap and encourage the creative power of 
his associates” and subordinates, Imagination in- 
spires teamwork. Surprisingly enough, a recent Na- 
tional Management Association survey reveals that 
creative thinking rates first in order of importance 
by superintendents and top management... in the 
development of executives. 

6. Learn to speak effectively. Not only in maintain- 
ing friendly relations with associates by conversational 
interchange but on more formal speaking occasions, 
effective power of speech and command of language is 
essential to good leadership. Toastmaster clubs and 
the like are helpful. 

7. Learn to be adaptable, striving constantly to de- 
velop better relationships with your associates. Test 
yourself as objectively as possible. Provide for ter- 
mination records to record turnover. If you have a 
high turnover, determine whether interview, testing 
and training programs have been effective. Establish 


* Paul Pigors, Leadership or Domination. Houghton Mifflin Co., Boston, p, 241 
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a program for exit interviews to determine failure fac- 
tors. 

Our national leadership will reflect the individual 
courage, conviction and purpose developed in each 
organization, large or small. It is said that genius is 
mainly a matter of energy . . . and so is the develop- 
ment of skillful leaders. Our national background of 
freedom’s energetic forces powers the development of 
leaders with the sublime courage to say and do what 
duty and moral conviction require. This rules out 
appeasement, As our beloved leader, President Eisen- 
hower, said in a recent address, “America is allergic 
to appeasement.” So is the skillful business executive. 

Our Nation’s leadership will sail triumphantly 
through the shoals of world unrest to a peaceful har- 
bor of unprecedented prosperity, economic stability 
and security. The dynamic forces courage, 
strength, love, imagination, firmness, freedom, and ad- 
herence to principle . . . that have always piloted us 
safely, will calm any storms with industrial perspi- 
cacity, unselfish patriotism, partisan effacement, re- 
ligious stability, and efficient military unity . . . until 
tomorrow’s leaders are effectively trained. With these 
dynamic forces, and with “do-it-yourself” techniques, 
we must train tomorrow’s leaders today! 
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FIRST 


VESSEL -- CHICAGO TO LIVERPOOL 


Over one hnudred years ago a sailing ship out of Chicago made the 
first trip through the Great Lakes and the St. Lawrence to Europe 


EGINNING this year, 1959, deep water ocean- 
going vessels will become a common sight on our 
inland seas because their fresh water ports will be 


connected with the seaports of the world by the Great 
Lakes-St. Lawrence Seaway. 


For more than 200 years men dreamed about direct 
all-waterway routes between the Great Lakes and 
overseas destinations, They envisioned ocean-going 
vessels operating between the heart of the North Amer- 
ican continent and other parts of the world carrying 
cargoes of grain, livestock, manufactured goods and 
raw materials. 

The early dreamers of this idea felt that the cheap- 
ness of water transportation would stimulate indus- 
trial and agricultural growth in the area surrounding 
the Great Lakes. 

These pioneers took into consideration three differ- 
ent routes. One was to build a ship canal which would 
connect Lake Michigan with the Mississippi River. 
The second was the all Canadian route — from Geor- 
gian Bay, Lake Huron, along a chain of tiny lakes 
and rivers such as the Ottawa to the St. Lawrence 
River. The third route, the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence 
Seaway, was considered the best. As a result, in a 
feeble attempt to create this route, the Lachine Canal 
was built in 1825 and the Welland Canal was built in 
1829. Some years later additional canals were built 
along the St. Lawrence River. 

Since 1933 there has been a limited amount of 
through waterway freight traffic between the Great 
Lakes and overseas destinations, 

But, the first to carry cargo directly between the 
Great Lakes and Europe via the Great Lakes-St. Law- 
rence Seaway route was the fore-and-aft schooner 
Dean Richmond of Chicago. She made. the mem- 
orable voyage in 1856— 102 years ago. 

Mr. Thomas Richmond, the owner of the Dean 
Richmond, was a wealthy merchant and shipowner. 
He was the senior partner of the mercantile firm of 
Richmond & Company of Chicago, and a shrewd mer- 
chant and successful operator of Great Lakes vessels. 
And what is more he was a daring man with vision. 

For years he dreamed about the possibilities and 
feasibility of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Seaway 
route. He talked about the idea with his family, with 
business associates, with friends and with others. 
His family supported him and especially his son, C. 
Y. Richmond. Some of his friends good-naturedly 
laughed at him for they thought he was dreaming 
about a beautifully painted bag with nothing in it. 

Thomas Richmond was not discouraged by their 
reasoning. To convince them of the practicality of the 
Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Seaway route he decided 
to build a schooner to prove he was right. For this 
reason he went to the shipbuilding firm of Quayle & 
Martin of Cleveland, Ohio, and ordered the construc- 
tion of a 145-foot-long, 387-ton wooden schooner with 
a load draft of 10 feet. This the shipyard agreed to 
build, and deliver in July, 1856, completely outfitted, 
for a total of $19,000. 


—— = By GEORGE W. GRUPP 


This done, Mr. Richmond set out in search for a 
salty skipper for his vessel, He knew that a fresh- 
water shipmaster would not do. So, he wrote to some 
of his shipping friends in the East. They recom- 
mended a wiry, tough, daring young Yankee ship- 
master by the name of Captain D. E. Pierce. 

No time was wasted. Pierce was selected as cap- 
tain and ordered to sign on a crew as well as super- 
vise the final construction of the fresh-water fore-and- 
aft schooner Dean Richmond. 

Upon her completion, early in July, 1856, Captain 
Pierce and his crew sailed her from Cleveland to Chi- 
cago before she set out on her memorable voyage to 
Liverpool, England, via the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence 
Seaway route, 

The insurance underwriters came aboard in Chi- 
cago to survey and inspect the schooner and her cargo. 
At first they were reluctant to insure the Dean Rich- 
mond and her cargo because it was the first ven- 
ture of its kind. But they finally agreed to take a 
chance, but at a higher than normal rate. 


At Chicago she took aboard 5,000 bushels of wheat. 
And at eventide, July 31, 1856, when the horizon was 
being painted with brilliant colors by the setting sun, 
and a fresh breeze blew out of the northwest, the 
Dean Richmond sailed from Chicago for Milwau- 
kee to take on an additional 9,000 bushels of wheat, 
this cargo was destined for Liverpool, England. 

On board the Dean Richmond, as she sailed on 
her voyage to Liverpool, in addition to Captain Pierce 
and his crew, were Mr. W. Kernaghan of Chicago, as 
a passenger, and the owner’s son, C. Y. Richmond, as 
supercargo. 

Five days after sailing from Chicago, the Dean 
Richmond passed through the Straits of Mackinac 
into Lake Huron. 

At St. Clair Flats she was taken in tow to Detroit 
by the tugboat Julia Morton. When in sight of De- 
troit, she was accidently rammed by the schooner 


The Fore and Aft Schooner Dean Richmond, First Ship 
To Sail From Chicago To Liverpool 
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Live Yankee. 
ously damaged. 


Three days iater the Dean Richmond made Port 
Colborne, the entrance to the Welland Canal on 
Lake Erie. From here she was towed through the 
eanal to St, Catherines on Lake Ontario. 


On August 5th and Tth she rode at anchor off Clay- 
ton located at the eastern end of Lake Ontario, Here 
she waited for a paddle wheel steamer to tow her to 
Dixon’s Landing where part of her cargo was tempo- 
rarily transferred to the steamer as she towed the 
Dean Richmond through the Beaucharnois, Corn- 
wall and Lachine canals and shot through some rap- 
ids, and then towed the schooner to a quay at Mon- 
treal. Here the wheat was transferred back from the 
paddle wheel steamer to the Dean Richmond. And 
then she was towed by a steam tug to Quebec. 

The French Canadian shipyard men were astonished 
by her blunt bow and by her rigging. The Quebec 
newspapers in commenting on her voyage across the 
Atlantic predicted that she would sink before she 
reached Liverpool. They found fault with the height 
of her foremast and mainmast. They said her center- 
board was inadequate to give her stability. They said 
her bowsprit was too straight. They claimed this 
schooner was too heavily loaded. They frowned on 
the width of her beam. And they squawked about a 
lot of other things which they thought were faulty 
with the design of the Dean Richmond. 

On August 20th, Captain Pierce was ready to sail 
from Quebec. But, due to foul weather he was de- 
layed for two days. This, the Quebec prophets felt, 
was a warning of the ill-fate of the little vessel as she 
rolled and pitched on the Atlantic Ocean, 

“Some 50 sail of vessels, ships, barques, brigs, 
schooners, etc., had got under way ahead of us,” Cap- 
tain Pierce wrote in his log under the date of August 
22nd, “when the wind was fair we soon came up to 
them, hand over hand, passing everyone of them eas- 
ily; came to anchor at 7 P.M. off Grosse Isle, ac- 
complished what a sailing vessel had never done be- 
fore in one tide. So our pilot says, and so it seems 
to me, as there was not one of the fleet in sight when 
we came to.” 

When off Kamarouska, on August 24th, the schooner 
Dean Richmond passed the barques Britannia, Cor- 
inthian, and Rosendale, the brig Mary Brack, and the 
ship Jmporteur, all eastbound for Europe. This gave 
Captain Pierce and his crew a thrill because the little 
fresh-water schooner was able to pass, with ease, 
every craft she fell in with. 

The next day Captain Pierce dropped the pilot near 
Green Island. Then, to make the quickest possible 
run across the Atlantic to Liverpool, Captain Pierce 
decided to set his course through the Straits of Belle 
Isle instead of by the way of Cabot Strait. 

About noon, on August 29th, the Dean Richmond 
made Point Ferrolli, Newfoundland. Hauling up 
to the headwaters of the Straits of Belle Isle, she 
was in sight of large icebergs. Rather than risk col- 
liding with one of these floating mountains of ice, Cap- 
tain Pierce decided to put in, and anchor in, Forteau 
Bay, Labrador, for the night. 

At 6 o’clock the next morning, as the stars began to 
yawn and anish, the Dean Richmond got underway 
with a southwest wind. That evening, after passing 
the northeast tip of Belle Isle, she ran into squalls 
and a heavy ground swell as her hull bellied the At- 
lantic and her bow pointed toward Liverpool. 

The next morning a gale blew out of the northwest 


Fortunately, neither vessel was seri- 
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The City of Chicago as it Looked at the Time the Dean 
Richmond Departed for Liverpool, 1856 


and did not abate for four days. The Dean Rich- 
mond’s sails were shortened. Her centerboard was 
lowered to give her a draft of 18 feet. She rolled heav- 
ily. She sometimes heeled to 30 degrees. The wind 
whistled in the rigging. She trembled as she was 
tossed about by the angry sea. Mountainous waves 
swept over her bow and pounded her deck with tons 
of water. She squeaked under the strain, but she con- 
tinued to scud along at 10 to 13 knots. 

Captain Pierce and his crew got little sleep during 
this four-day storm, They were often drenched as 
tall seas swept over the schooner, And to the amaze- 
ment of Captain Pierce the Dean Richmond seemed 
to harden in the tempest. 

On the fifth day, after the storm had spent its fury, 
and the clouds had vanished and the tiny lanterns in 
the vault of the universe were still twinkling, the sea 
settled down to a three-day calm. 

“At 8 A.M. calculated we were about 30 miles from 
Cape Clear, Ireland,” Captain Pierce wrote in his log 
on September 15th. 

Two days later at the eastern end of North Channel 
the Dean Richmond passed the westbound steamer 
Baltic of the famous Collins Line. At midnight, 
September 17th, the Dean Richmond arrived at the 
mouth of the Mersey River where she waited for a 
pilot to take her up the river and into Queen’s Dock, 
Liverpool. 

As she was riding at anchor, waiting for the pilot, 
young C. Y. Richmond wrote a letter to his father 
Thomas Richmond. In closing this letter he made 
this observation: “I have merely time to write you 
that this project, ‘direct waterway service between 
the Great Lakes,’ (via the St. Lawrence River), to 
Europe, you have talked about for years has been suc- 
cessfully accomplished.” 

The schooner Dean Richmond never returned 
to the United States. Instead, shortly after her ar- 
rival in Liverpool, she was sold to British shipping 
interests, for coasting service, for $27,000 — at a profit 
of $8,000 to her owners, 

Her voyage costs on this memorable trip amount- 
ed to $360 for towing, pilotage and canal tolls, but 
not including the cost of marine insurance, wages and 
subsistance of Captain Pierce and his crew, and the 
cost of caulking at Quebec—all of which did not 
amount to $1,000. 

Her cargo of wheat yielded a profit of $9,520. Thus 
the firm of Richmond & Company made a total gross 
profit of $17,520, before deducting operating costs, on 
this memorable voyage of the Dean Richmond — the 
first vessel to sail directly from Chicago, Illinois, to 
Liverpool, England, via the Great-Lakes-St, Lawrence 
Seaway Route. 
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ADMISSION OF 


ALIENS AND U.S. SECURITY 


Growing population, occasioned by more frequent unemployment, efforts to aid peoples abroad 
are augmented by moves to migrate more aliens to aggravate our home front security 


By DR. ANTHONY T. BOUSCAREN 


Asst. Professor of Political Science, Marquette University 


I" IS indeed an anomalous situation that at the 

very time that security procedures in immigration 
administration should be tightened up, many public 
figures demand “liberalization” of such procedures, 
and even of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
itself. 

One high official in the State Department informed 
me recently that due to the cultural exchange pro- 
gram and the custom of admitting foreign diplomats 
regardless of security considerations (unless such are 
caught in the act of espionage, kidnapping defectors, 
ete.) it is practically impossible to enforce security 
with respect to the admission of aliens, The interna- 
tional Communist movement can introduce all sorts 
of agents into the United States under the cultural 
exchange program or under the guise of diplomacy. 
In addition, loose security procedures and naive eval- 
uations of normal immigrant and non-immigrant visa 
applicants lead to the introduction into American so- 
ciety of actual or potential subversives. 

One of the weaknesses in the present situation is 
that in practically every instance, the Attorney Gen- 
eral will issue a waiver permitting a non-immigrant 
visa applicant to enter the United States, who would 
otherwise be ineligible because of security reasons. 
Recently a Greek journalist with a background of 
Communist affiliations applied for a non-immigrant 
visa to come to the United States, ostensibly to cover 
a tour by a Greek theatrical group. This journalist 
had been writing virulent anti-American articles in 
the Greek press, and the American consul in Athens 
recommended against the issuance of a visa in his 
case because of his background of involvement in 
Communism, However, this journalist succeeded in 
obtaining a waiver from the Attorney General, he was 
admitted into the United States, and while in this 
country, and after his return to Greece, he wrote bit- 
terly anti-American and pro-Communist articles, It 
is difficult to see precisely how we gained from this 
sad spectacle. 

Then there is the case of a French Professor of 
Mathematics who was active in the Communist pro- 
test movement against the Smith Act “victims,” and 
who also agitated against American support of the 
anti-Communist government in Greece during the civil 
war. He also obtained a visa, apparently under the 
waiver provisions of the law, because he was clearly 
_ ineligible for security reasons. Indeed, I was told by 
an American ollicial in Paris that “practically all” 
French scientists who applied for visitor’s visas during 
1957 and 1958 were either Communists or had a back- 
ground of Communist affiliations. Many of these sci- 
entists were admitted to the United States, in some 
cases at the instigation of the Institute of Advance 
Study at Princeton, N. J., which is headed by J. Rob- 
ert Oppenheimer, himself found by the Atomic Energy 
Commission to be a security risk. 

A British scientist who obtained a visitor’s visa to 
lecture at Oppenheimer’s Institute, was originally de- 
nied a visa because of his Communist affiliations. A 
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frequent visitor to the Soviet Union, he had been ac- 
tive in the Communist-dominated “peace” campaign 
in Britain. But on June 29, 1954, the Department of 
State overruled the consular officer in the field, and 
“in view of Professor X’s prominence,” issued a visa 
on August 10, 1954. Another British scientist who 
joined the Communist Party in 1939 and remains to- 
day an active member of the party, was invited to 
come to the United States by the National Research 
Council in order to attend a scientific conference, Al- 
though normally inadmissable because of his Com- 
munist Party membership, a waiver was granted to 
this man “in consideration of the advancement of 
science.” 

Many undesirables are able to come into this coun- 
try under the cover of diplomacy. There is the case 
of a Rumanian delegate to the United Nations who 
went home on vacation, and then applied for a re- 
entry permit. He was found ineligible under two se- 
curity subsections of the 1952 Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act, it having been ascertained that he was 
a trained NKVD agent and believed to have engaged in 
espionage while in the United States previously. Upon 
learning that this Rumanian was about to be denied 
reentry into the United States, a high official involved 
in U.N. affairs wrote to the Under Secretary of State, 


Population Perils Ahead 


If population experts are correct, our troubles 
have only started. The U. 8. Census Bureau has 
revised its growth estimates upward — predicting 
a population of between 216 and 244 million in 
this country by 1975. There are about 175 mil- 
lion now. 

Most of the increase will be in the young adult 

and elderly classes — the working age group re- 
| maining fairly stable. 
If this trend continues, the United States — at 
least many parts of it— is headed toward seri- 
ous over-population problems. Troubles due to 
crowded cities, inadequate housing, too few 
| schools and hospitals, highways long outmoded, 
etc., will be intensified. 

There still are a lot of wide-open spaces in 
_ this country — but the bulk of the population is 
| concentrated on the two coasts and the midland | 
area around the Great Lakes. Presumably that 
pattern will prevail. The explosive growth of 
populations is world wide, tending to complicate 
most other issues: Economic, financial, social, 
military, and political. Only recently has the 
danger inherent in this population growth begun 
to receive urgent attention. If the Census Bu- 
reau’s estimates are only partially correct, a lot | 
more will be heard about them in the period | 
ahead. — Washington, D. C., Daily News 
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declaring that a denial of a visa to this Rumanian 
would have a bad effect on U.S.-U.N. relations, and 
that the Rumanian legation to the U.N. could accuse 
the United States of violating the Headquarters Agree- 
ment (which seeks to insure freedom of movement for 
diplomats to the U.N.). It is believed that as a result 
of this American official’s intercession, a visa was is- 
sued to the Rumanian intelligence agent. I was 
amused to hear a top security officer in the U. 8S. Gov- 
ernment refer to this official involved in U.N. affairs 
and his “shop” as “a lot of creeps.” 

During 1956 an official in the Czech Embassy in 
Washington sought a reentry permit into the U. 8. 
At this time security officials had evidence that this 
person had tried to buy classified information from 
Americans; they therefore opposed his reentry. How- 
ever the Czech finally succeeded in obtaining a re- 
entry permit, partly due to the intercession in his 
behalf of an official heading one of the east European 
desks in the State Department. Similar actions took 
place with respect to a member of the Soviet mission 
to the United States, and a Hungarian chauffeur at- 
tached to the Hungarian legation at the U.N. The for- 
mer has been active propagandizing among defectors 
in this country, and the latter is trained not in chauf- 
feuring, but in espionage. 

One security-minded officer in the Foreign Service, 
with years of experience behind him, concluded some 
years ago that young and inexperienced visa-issuing 
officers abroad, as well as the Immigration and Nat- 
uralization Service, might benefit from common use 
of a master list of Communist front organizations ac- 
tive throughout the world, and proceeded to compile 
such a list in 1955, This list was immediately hailed 
as invaluable, and demand for it was strong. But one 
high official of the Bureau of Security and Consular 
Affairs declared that this list constituted “blacklist- 
ing,” and tried to suppress it, claiming that only the 
Justice Department should delve into such matters. 
Yet the Justice Department informed the security 
officer involved that it was delighted with his list, 
and wanted many copies. As of August, 1958, only 
a very few copies of this master list are available. 

One post where such a list might come in handy is 
Naples. This post issues more visas than almost any 
other post in the world, in a country where visa de- 
cisions in the security field are often difficult, because 
the Italian Communist Party is the largest in Europe 
outside the Soviet Union. Yet the Naples Consulate 
is described as “a training post,” where young and in- 
experienced Foreign Service officers have to make diffi- 
cult decisions about thousands of immigrant visa ap- 
plicants every year. 

In Hong Kong, a Foreign Service officer has said 
that due to the problem of identification and the al- 
most complete lack of information about visa appli- 
cants formerly resident in Communist China, “. . . the 
security checks made by this Consulate General are 
practically worthless.” The case of YOUNG, Jung 
Ming, in 1957 a P.F.C. in Military Intelligence at 
Fort Meade, Md., is cited as typical of Chinese youths 
entering the United States by fraud. 

Here are some other situations which exist today 
which raise serious doubts about the efficacy of se- 
curity in immigration: 


(1) Several posts abroad do not make prior se- 
curity checks on non-immigrant visa applicants, al- 
though they do conduct a security investigation after 
the visa has been issued and the individual con- 
cerned has departed for the United States. I know 
of several cases where definite security risks were 
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discovered after the risk had made his visit to the 
U.S. and returned home. 


(2) Most visa-issuing posts abroad are under- 
staffed and rely too much on local nationals, insofar 
as security is concerned. 


(3) All visa-issuing officers that discussed the 
matter with me agreed that overall security was 
more lax today than in 1953. Two important secur- 
ity sections of the 1952 Act which could and should 
be invoked in doubtful cases are practically never 
invoked. These are sections 212 (a) (27) and (29) 
which exclude from admission into the U.S. persons 
whom the consular officer or the Attorney General 
“knows or has reason to believe seek to enter the 
United States . . . to engage in activities which 
would be prejudicial to the public interest, or en- 
danger the welfare, safety, or security of the United 
States,” and who might engage in subversive activi- 
ties, including joining the Communist Party or Com- 
munist front organizations, 


(4) Under the Refugee-Escapee Act of 1957, per- 
sons ineligible to enter the United States because of 
security reasons are able to obtain visas to Canada 
or Latin American countries from which illegal en- 
try into the United States is relatively easy. 


There are many things that should be done, now, 
to improve the above-described situation. Here are 
some suggestions : 


(1) The cultural exchange program should be 


scrapped. 


(2) In the absence of a desirable policy of break- 
ing off diplomatic relations with Communist coun- 
tries, we should be tougher in declaring certain dip- 
lomats persona non grata. 


(3) Less frequent use of the waiver in admitting 
persons otherwise inadmissable under the security 
provisions of the Immigration Act. 


(4) All visa-issuing officers should be given a 
training program in the techniques of the interna- 
tional Communist movement, and be provided with 
an up-to-date list of Communist and Communist 
front organizations throughout the world. 


(5) We should repudiate the Headquarters Agree- 
ent within the United Nations. 


(6) Important posts like Naples should be staffed 
with more experienced visa-issuing officers, and all 
posts should make minimum use of local nationals. 


(7) Prior security checks should be made for all 
non-immigrant visa applicants. 


(8) Sections 212 (a) (27) and (29) should be 
invoked more frequently. 


(9) Some agreement should be worked out with 
Canada and Latin American countries so that the 
United States would have information about aliens 
admitted into these countries who were ineligible to 
enter the U.S. because of reasons of security, 


(10) The recommendations of the Commission 
on Government Security (1957) should be carried 
out at the earliest possible date. 


(11) Patriotic organizations, publications, and 
individuals should campaign vigorously for the 
above, as well as for passport legislation to over- 
come the adverse effect of recent Supreme Court 
decisions. 


LEFTISTS’ URGE FREEDOM FOR RED CONSPIRATORS 


ENEMY — (Continued from page 10) 


missal was reversed by the State Commissioner of Edu- 
cation, and the New York City Board of Higher Edu- 
cation is taking the case to the Court of Appeals. 

A number of other cases are pending in court. These 
include the appeal of Prof. V. Jerauld McGill and 
Asst. Prof. Warren B. Austin, Prof. McGill was dis- 
missed from Hunter College, and Prof. Austin from 
City College of New York. 


Harvard Educator Convicted as Red Agent 


A maximum sentence of five years in prison has been 
handed Prof. Mark Zborowski for perjury in denying 
that he knew the confessed and convicted Soviet Spy, 
Jack Soble. Zborowski, former Harvard anthropologist, 
was found guilty last November 20th by a jury of ten 
men and two women. The professor finally admitted 
that he had been a Soviet agent in other countries 25 
years ago. He came to the United States in 1941, 
and was naturalized six years later. 

Called before a Federal grand jury which was prob- 
ing the spy ring, Zborowski said he never knew Soble, 
who is presently serving a prison term. Soble ap- 
peared as a witness against Zborowski and testified 
that he had made between 40 and 50 contacts with 
the defendant and described him as a henchman for 
the Russian spy ring in the United States. 

Federal Judge John N. Cashin reiterated that he 
was sentencing Zborowski “for perjury and nothing 
else — you were not being charged for espionage.” 
The judge added, “It is this court’s opinion that you 
had a fair trial and it seems to me that you couldn’t 
help contrast in your own mind the kind of trial you 
received in a court of justice with the kind of trial you 
would get in some other countries. The jury said you 
lied and for that you must pay the penalty.” 


Princeton Educator Would Open the Safe 


Dr. J. Robert Oppenheimer, the controversial atomic 
physicist and former Los Alamos, New Mexico, Atom 
Center head, dismissed following an investigation of 
his close pro-Red acquaintances, has in a recent ap- 
peal condemned atomic secrecy and lauded the “bridges 
recently opened between scientists of the Communist 
world and our own.” Dr, Oppenheimer, who is now 
director of the Institute for Advanced Study at Prince- 
ton University, addressing the Weizmann Institute of 
Science in Israel at a dinner in New York City, said: 
“Big societies can be tyrannies, or they can die of a 
strangulation of the intellect; that is why we have for 
so long and often warned of the dangers of secrecy, 
which inhibits free and honest talk where it is most 
needed, which dries up the sources of wisdom that 
comes from the converse of men with one another. 
That is why we have tended to regard classification 
as a poison, perhaps necessary in small doses, and in 
extremes, but dangerous to the system, and to be con- 
stantly guarded.” 


Socialist, New Dealer, Pro- 
Communists Front to Free Reds 


The latest movement in behalf of Communist con- 
victs is that to free Gilbert Green and Henry Winston 
from prison. The “Free Green and Winston” crusade 
gained momentum after George J. Reed, chairman of 
the U. S. Board of Parole, announced that the Board 
had denied parole for the two Reds who had been con- 
victed of violating the Smith Act. Each was given a 
five-year term on October 21, 1949, for conspiracy to 
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atest 


Gerhart Eisler, Formerly in U.S.A., Brother of Hans 

Eisler, Whom Mrs. Roosevelt Aided in Getting into U.S.A. 

(Later Deported as Communist Agent), is Deputy Chief of 

Red Propaganda in Red Germany. Issues Demand for West 
to leave Berlin 


teach and advocate the violent overthrow of our Gov- 
ernment. In addition each received a three-year sen- 
tence for contempt and a fine of $10,000. They have 
been in prison since April, 1956. 

The cases of Green and Winston were further com- 
plicated by the fact that they jumped bail and did 
not surrender until 1956. 

A plea for executive clemency is being circulated 
throughout the country. Rev. Henry Hitt Crane, 671 
Edison Street, Detroit, Michigan, is sending out let- 
ters together with postage-paid return envelopes 
and a card addressed to himself saying, “You may add 
my name to the plea for executive clemency for Henry 
Winston and Gilbert Green.” 

In the plea to the President, the sponsors say: “If 
Messrs. Green and Winston had not earlier been tried 
and convicted, one can hazard the guess that they 
would not today even have been indicted.” Referring 
to the Yates decision, the plea concludes, “Would it 
not be in the spirit of this decision for you to extend 
clemency to Messrs. Green and Winston?” 

The circular sent out by Dr. Crane lists the fol- 
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lowing as original signers of the clemency plea: Social- 
ist leader Norman Thomas, Rey, Reinhold Neibuhr, 
Judge Dorothy Kenyon, Rev. John Haynes Holmes, 
Dorothy Dunbar Walker, Katrina McCormick Barnes, 
Rey, Arthur L. Swift, Stanley M. Isaacs, C. C. Burling- 
ham, Rev. A. J. Muste, head of Fellowship of Recon- 
ciliation and War Resisters’ League, and Alonzo F. 
Myers, all of New York City; Rev. John Paul Jones, 
Brooklyn, New York; Dr. John A. Lapp, Rev. J. B. 
Thompson, and Maynard C. Krueger, all of Chicago: 
Bruno Lasker, Poulsbo, Maryland, Frances Heisler, 
Carmel, California; the New Dealer, Aubrey L. Wil- 
liams, Montgomery, Alabama, Fyke Farmer, Nash- 
ville, Tennessee, Dr, Charles W, Kelly, Tuskegee, Ala- 
bama, Rev. Allan Knight Chalmers, Boston, Mass.. 
Culbert L. Olson, Los Angeles, Calif. (former Gov- 
ernor), Prof. J. Frank Dobie, Austin, Texas, Howard 
Fast, who broke with Stalinists, Teaneck, N. J.; Ches- 
ter A. Graham, Madison, Wisconsin, Biishop (ret.) 
Edward L. Parsons, San Francisco, Clarence E. Pick- 
ett, Philadelphia, Dr. Alexander Meiklejohn, Berkeley, 
Calif., Prof. Paul Lehmann, Cambridge, Mass., Prof. 
Curtiss MacDougall, Evanston, Illinoiis, Benj. H. 
Kizer, Spokane, Wash., and Joseph L. Rauh, Jr., of 
Americans For Democratic Action, Washington, D. C. 
In addition, the following sponsors are all from De- 
troit, Michigan: Dr. W. G. Bergman, Rev. Henry Hitt 
Crane, Harold A, Cranefield; Negro Congressman, 
Charlets C. Diggs, Cr.; Josephine Gomon, Barney 
Hopkins, I. W. Jayne, W. K. Kelsey, Rev. F. Ricksford 
Meyers, Ben Nathanson, Judge Patrick H. O’Brien, and 
August Scholle; also Henry Lewis of Ann Arbor, Mich. 

A Statement by Mrs. Franklin Roosevelt is exhibited 
in connection with this left-wing petition drive in be- 
half of the two Communist Party officials. Her state- 
ment condemns the Congressional Sedition Act, which 
is the only protective legislation the Nation has against 
Communist conspiracies, since the Supreme Court set 
aside State sedition laws, claiming the Smith Act su- 
percedes them. She says the Smith Act is “dangerous 
to the traditions” of this country, but so are traitors. 

One of the above prime moyers in the drive to free 
the two Red Party leaders is Rev. A. J. Muste, who 
attended the last national convention of the Commu- 
nist Party, and who has just announced that the com- 
mittee formerly known as “Non-Violent Action 
Against Nuclear Weapons” has changed its name to 
“Committee for Non-Violent Action.” Muste points 
out that the committee has even reorganized “for even 
more coordinated direct action sponsored by estab- 
lished peace organizations. We are beginning or- 
ganized action ‘against nuclear missile bases.” 

The committee is sponsored by the Fellowship of 
Reconciliation, War Resisters League and Women’s 
International League for Peace and Freedom. A com- 
mittee letterhead includes an array of widely known 
leftists. The officers and committee members of the 
Committee for Non-Violent Action are listed as fol- 
lows: George Willoughby, Chairman, Lyle Tatum, 
Treasurer, Lawrence Scott, Coordinator, and Albert 
Bigelow, Ralph DiGlo, Alfred Hassler, William Hunt- 
ington, A. J. Muste, Mildred Olmsted, Orlie Pell, Bay- 
ard Rustin, Doris Shamleffer and Glenn Smiley, com- 
mittee members. 


Congress Must Reverse Court's 
Passport Decision 


Congress is expected to receive a new message from 
the White House calling for legislation to strengthen 
Federal passport laws. A ruling of the U. 8S. Supreme 
Court last July ripped from the State Department its 
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Moscow “Go Home, Nixon” Pattern, Launched in Latin 
America on Nixon’s Visit in 1958, Repeated by British 
Reds on Nixon’s Visit to London in November 


authority to ban issuance of passports to persons with 
a history of activity in behalf of the Communist cause. 

Appearing before the Senate Internal Security Sub- 
committee, Roderic L. O’Connor, head of the State 
Department Bureau of Security, testified that the 
court ruling had made it impossible for the passport 
office to deny passports to persons who were positively 
known to be a part of the Communist machine or its 
network. O’Connor testified that several hundred 
persons alleged to have engaged in Communist activi- 
ties, or had Communist affiliations, have applied for 
passports since the mid-year Supreme Court ruling. 
He asked the committee to draft legislation to give 
the State Department authority to withhold passports 
in certain cases, and to enable it to take this action 
without disclosing the names of confidential inform- 
ants. 


Dr. Robert J. Oppenheimer, Shorn of Access to Atomic 
Secrets Following Investigation of His Activities While 
Head of Los Alamos Project, Confers with Soviet Edu- 

cators at Princeton. 


(Story, page 23) 
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GOVERNMENT ISSUES PASSPORTS TO REDS— 


While before the committee, O’Connor presented a 
list of the names of 30 passport applicants, providing 
what he termed the “most interesting” cases. The 
names and identification of those involved which he 
placed in the Committee’s record are as follows: 

Abraham Joshua Bick, member of the writers staff 
of the Morning Freiheit, a Communist Yiddish daily, 
New York City. 

Eleanore Levi Pine Boris, alleged Communist Party 
member in 1952-53. 

Dr. Walter Briehl, an alleged Communist Party 
member in New York. 

Earl Browder, former Communist Party head in 
this country. 

Stefan Cerovsky, who has until recently been re- 
ported to have evidenced “strong Communist and pro- 
Russian feelings.” 

Walter Irving Cronan, alleged to have had dealings 
with foreign nationals who were suspected espionage 
agents. 

Weldon Bruce Dayton, alleged to have been involved 
in the espionage apparatus of Julius Rosenberg. 

Philip 8. Foner, allegedly a Communist functionary. 

Dorothy Ray Friedman, described as a former Red 
functionary. 

Louis Goldblatt, described as a Communist in 1933- 
49, at least. 

Leonore Kantor Haimowitz, described as having ad- 
mitted in 1954 that she was a Communist. 

Maurice Halperin, “information of record” indicates 
he was a Communist before 1942. 

George Hugh K. M. Hardyman, described as active 
in Communist circles in California, but not reported 
to be a Communist Party member. 

Arthur David Kahn, alleged to have a long record 


of Communist membership. 


Elizabeth 
New Masses. 

Richard Arden Morford, executive director of the 
National Council of American Soviet Friendship. 

Fred Paul Miller, an alleged Communist Party mem- 
ber since 1955. 

Paul Novick, former editor of the Morning Freiheit. 

Stanley Nowak, who invoked the Fifth Amendment 
about alleged Communist activities in Michigan, 

William Lorenzo Patterson, active in the Commu- 
nist Party for the last 25 years and now general man- 
ager of the Communist organ, The Worker. 

Victor Perlo, former New Deal officeholder and de- 
scribed as having been identified in Congressional hear- 
ings as a Communist, presently active in Communist 
circles in New York City. 

Marcel Scherer, Communist, a union leader and al- 
leged to have recruited the executed spy, Julius Rosen- 
berg into Communism, 

Benjamin Steinberg, described as a member of the 
Communist Party. 

Anna Louise Strong, who was kicked out of Russia 
in 1955, but reportedly has been forgiven by the Sov- 
iets, recently active in Communist propaganda ac- 
tively for Russia and Red China. 

Helen Maxine Levi Simon Travis, described as a 
Michigan Communist. 

Robert Carroll Travis, also described as a Michigan 
Communist, and active in C.1.0. labor union circles. 

Earl Weisbaum, described as a man who was re- 
cruited into the Communist Party in 1954. 

May Wernick, described as having a Communist 
background dating back to 1932. 

Anita Willcox, allegedly affiliated with the Com- 
munist movement since 1936. 


B. Millard, former assistant editor of 


“Workers” (Communists) Viet Nam Parade in Streets of 
Hanoi, on President Ho Chi Minh’s Birthday 


Henry Wilcox, described as a man who accused the 
United States of waging “germ warfare” and “com- 
mitting atrocities” in Korea. 

O’Connor’s list indicated the only applicants who 
have not yet received passports, out of the list of 30, 
are Hardyman, Perlo and Scherer. 

Following O’Connor’s appearance before the com- 
mittee, the Senators heard four persons who have a 
record of Communist afliliation who denied that they 
had in the past or intended under new passports to 
travel abroad on Communist Party business. Those 
witnesses were Alexander Trachtenberg, well-known 
New York Communist; William L. Patterson of Brook- 
lyn, an admitted Communist, James E. Jackson, -Jr., 
secretary for Negro and Southern Affairs in the Com- 
munist Party, and John J. Abt, former New Deal of- 
ficeholder and legal representative for the Communist 
Party. Trachtenberg, Patterson and Jackson used 
the Fifth Amendment in ducking answers to questions 
about the position in the Red organization, Patter- 
son and Jackson, both negroes, attempted to read into 
the Senate Committee’s record, a statement critical of 
the Civil Rights stand of the Committee’s Chairman, 
Senator Eastland, who was not present at the hear- 
ing. Their request to present this statement was de- 
nied by acting chairman, Senator Jonston, 

Although admitting that there are instances when 
passports should be denied by the State Department, 
a committee of the Association of the Bar of New York 
City in a recent report declared that “travel should 
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not be restrained, and passports should not be denied, 
solely on the basis of membership in any organiza- 
tion, even the Communist Party, association with any 
individual or group, adherence to unpopular views, or 
criticism of the United States or its domestic policies.” 

The report entitled “Freedom to Travel” was pre- 
pared by eight of the association’s members who rec- 
ommended new legislation to clarify the authority of 
the State Department to issue or deny passports. 

The Bar Association’s committee members are Fi- 
field Workum, Alexis C. Coudert, William A. Delano, 
Haliburton Fales, Manly Fleischmann, Ewen C. Mac- 
Veagh and Gerald Swope, Jr., all of New York and 
Adrian 8. Fisher, of Washington, D. C. 

The Bar Association’s committee did find, however, 
that travel restraints are justified under the following 
circumstances : 

“Travel abroad by all U. 8. citizens may be prohib- 
ited in areas where the Secretary of State determines 
such prohibitions should be imposed in the national 
interest, but only in situations of exceptional gravity. 

“Travel abroad by individual U. 8. citizens may be 
restrained when the Secretary of State finds reason- 
able grounds to believe that their activities abroad 
would endanger the National security by (a) trans- 
mitting without proper authority, security information 
of the United States; (b) inciting hostilities or con- 
flicts which might inolve the United States; or (c) 
inciting attacks by force upon the United States or 
attempts to overthrow its Government by force or 
violence.” 

The Constitutional Rights subcommittee of the U. 8. 
Senate Judiciary Committee has just published the 
views of 65 deans of law schools, or professors of law, 
on the subject of passport control. 

In general there was the feeling that Congress 
should blueprint the authority of the Secretary of 
State in denying passports. There were various ap- 
proaches to the question by the legal authorities ap- 
proached. The committee sent requests for views to 
132 accredited law schools, but only half of them re- 
plied. Recent Supreme Court decisions prohibiting 
passport denials, however, have come since the law 
schools were contacted, 


Would Break Down Bar To Alien Reds 


The long-identified Red front, the American Com- 
mittee for Protection of Foreign Born, is appealing to 
Congress for a weakening of the provisions of the 
MeCarren-Walter Immigration Act. 

The front organization in a nationwide campaign 
is urging members of the new Congress to amend the 
immigration law so that no person legally admitted 
to the United States for permanent residence shall be 
deported after five years’ residence, and that no nat- 
uralized citizen shall, after five years of citizenship, be 
denaturalized “for any reason whatsover.” 

There have been many cases where persons have 
been deported when it was learned they had lied about 
Communist connections at the time of their admission 
vears earlier, and where others have been denaturalized 
for the same reason. 

The proposed amendment would protect Commu- 
nists and Red sympathizers who are presently in the 
United States as the result of their earlier conceal- 
ment of their affiliation with the Communist move- 
ment. 

The American Committee for Protection of Foreign 
Born in sobbing for alien Reds, claims that aliens are 
“subjected to careful scrutiny” before they are admit- 
ted to this country, and before American citizenship 
is granted them, They charge that under the present 
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Staged Propaganda Jubilation in Minya, Egypt, Cheers 
Nasser in His Pro-Soviet and Anti-U.S.A. Drive Against 
“Agents of Imperialism” 


law “citizenship is loaned, rather than granted.” It 
has been proven, however, that agencies of Govern- 
ment are not always able to quickly uncover the mas- 
querade of the immigrants. 

The organization fails to present a clear case to 
Congress in defense of the alien who fraudulently ob- 
tains admission or citizenship. Such characters should 
be subject to deportation anytime they are unmasked. 


U.S.A.-U.S.S.R. "Cultural 
Exchange Denounced 


The Latvian Government-in-Exile in the United 
States has charged that the Communists are carrying 
on a clever propaganda campaign in the United States 
with the knowledge, permission and assistance of offi- 
cials of the United States Government. It is pointed 
out that this activity is the result of the so-called 
“Cultural Exchange Program” which the United States 
has arranged with Russia. 

The Latvian officials in exiie are particularly dis- 
turbed at the fact that the Russian propaganda for 
United States consumption paints the Latvian people 
as happily integrated Soviet citizens. The Latvian In- 
formation Bulletin published by the Latvian Legation 

(See ENemy — page 28) 


Soviet Russia’s Premier, Nikita Khrushchev, Outlines De- 


mands that West Get Out of Berlin. (Story, page 27) 
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COMMUNIST MENACE ABROAD 


By PAUL R. BISH 


This writer *has been consistent in stating that the re- 
cent threats from the Communist masterminds has been 
due to increasing tensions behind the Iron and Bamboo 
Curtains. Such internal conditions are met by five meth- 
ods; the machine-gun purging of the dissidents; the re- 
shuffling of internal defense heads, as well as top officials 
of various departments who are usually charged with hav- 
ing aided the enemy of the “workers”; by the stiffening of 
threats to outside countries; by promises of better condi- 
tions to their masses. and by scare rumors of “invading 
armies.” 

All of these, when in operation, are dead giveaways that 
trouble lurks behind the Red lines; internal dissatisfaction. 

It has now leaked out that there has been plenty of trou- 
ble during the past four months behind the Iron and Bam- 
boo Curtains. The latest shows up in held-back reports of 
uprising in Tibet against the Red Chinese bosses. It is 
estimated that some 70,000 Chinese have been slain by the 
Tibetans, and that in the process a possible 8,000 Tibetans 
have been killed by Chinese troops. In other sections of 
China blood is also flowing through the gutters. There has 
been such an uprising against the creation of the Com- 
mune system that Dictator Mao has stepped down from 
the top seat in the Red government to devote full atten- 
tion to handling his pet project, Communization of the 
600,000,000 Chinese. Meantime, wholesale purges are 
sweeping throughout the lower governmental ranks, and 
the jails and prisons are reportedly overcrowded with op- 
positionists and ordinary peoples (the proletariat) are be- 
ing shot down in cold blood. 

Trouble has also erupted in Iron Curtain countries, so 
Bulganin has been added to Khrushchev’s purge list as a 
traitor to the cause, and the dreaded secret police has had 
another change at the top—a close Khrushchev friend, 
Ivan Servov, has been installed, this the fourth since the 


fall of “Bloody-Fingered” Beria, who engineered the blood- 
fests for Stalin in the late days of his administration and 
in the mass killings in Hungary, and possibly the tenth 
Cheka agent since the advent of the Soviet government. 
The OGPU, Cheka or secret police, is the bloody hand 
of the Dictator, whoever he may be. Through it he re- 
mains in power by snuffing out all contenders. Through 
it the masses are kept in subjection, or their lives. 

In Rumania and East Germany, trouble has been rap- 
idly rising against the Red system of government. In 
Poland, the religious have been locked up to safeguard 
against spreading rebellions. The threat to the West re- 
garding Berlin is as much for propaganda purposes for 
effect behind the Iron Curtain, as for hopeful compro- 
mises from the West. 

Peoples of Germany and Poland have gotten glimpses 
of the better economic conditions in West Germany, and 
in other nearby areas which are non-Communist ruled. 
Some 204,000 people slipped from behind the Reds’ Ger- 
man lines to freedom in the West in 1958. Ordinarily 
the Reds would not resent this (less people to feed), but 
besides the adverse publicity given the Red cause, most of 
these escapees have been professionals, educators, minis- 
ters, scientists and skilled mechanics. This is most hurt- 
ful for they need these. 

In other parts of the world, the Communists lost out in 
elections in France and in Italy. They lost out, of course, 
in recent Berlin (West) elections. They have had plenty 
of trouble in Finland. Whether Nasser (Arabia) has 
truthfully become the second Tito for ulterior purposes; 
to play both sides against the middle in seeking vast fi- 
nancial aid from both the Reds in the East and the antis 
to the West, is yet to be determined. On the surface 
it appears that he is actually being hard pressed by Com- 
munists implanted on his doorsteps in Syria and in Iraq. 


ELEANOR — (Continued from page 14) 


over-confidence in Communist’s promises, 
of the world’s population and one-fourth of the world’s 
surface, lend-lease support and finally our war alliance 


one-third 


with Russia. These agreements ended in strengthen- 
ing Russia, and with China, North Korea, placing all 
of eastern Europe in the clutches of Communism, sur- 
rendering Germany with its nuclear know-how, model 
laboratories, finished missiles and research records to 
the Communists, with the industrial machinery from 
all the now Iron Curtain countries and Japan being 
moved to Russia to further aid that country in its 
industrialization in order to strengthen its economy 
and tighten the handcuffs on its underprivileged 
masses. 

Since defending the secrecy of the Yalta agree- 
ments, Eleanor has attacked the Bricker Amendment, 
designed to prevent such far-reaching treaties with- 
out the knowledge and consent of Congress. She has 
been on the front line for labor unionism. She has 
fought the efforts in some States to enact Right-to- 
Work laws which she charges are attempts on the 
part of employers to destroy unionism. She has de- 
nounced individuals supporting such laws, She has 
demanded that unions be permitted to clean their 
own ranks of racketeers and subversives, even though 
certain unions have failed to do so. However, in the 
recent newspaper strike in New York City, which evi- 
dently deprived her of means of publicity, she criti- 
cized the strike, costing the publishers some $70 mil- 
lion as “the work of leftists’’ within the union. If it 
is true that by her influence or that of her “husband,” 
union leaders, like some of her own small-statured 


cronies, were given leave from the war draft and 
handed governmental titles as experts in home-front 
jobs, her point of being “‘best known’’ by your friends 
is significant. 

By inference, Eleanor led to the defiance of immi- 
gration laws in the cases of Mrs, Earl Browder and 
Hanns Eisler whose brother, Gerhardt, also a German 
Communist, recently officially warned Americans to 
leave West Berlin within the next six months or face 
attack by Russia and East German forces, She has 
been critical of Congressman Francis Walter who, 
with the late Senator McCarran, authored the present 
immigration and deportation laws, internal security 
laws and Government loyalty requirements. Eleanor 
has fought the outlawing of the Communist Party, 
pooh-poohed the threat of Communism in the U.S.A., 
and has referred in a critical manner to those who 
heed the warnings of FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover 
that Communists are a menace within our country. 

In her recent attack on the American Legion’s or- 
gan, “The Firing Line,’ evidently the first copy she 
has seen, she ridicules the Legion’s claim that Com- 
munists are a menace to our national security. She 
finds fault in its criticism of certain pro-Communist 
clergymen, Mrs. F.D.R. was true to form, for she 
was critical of Catholic as well as Protestant groups 
for bringing certain German clergymen and priests to 
the United States on good-will tours following World 
Waf Il. This might end in the contamination of 
Americans with Nazism, According to the former First 
Lady. But today she is all out for exchange visits of 
Russian and Chinese Communists and non-Communist 
Americans She is of the opinion that there is no 

(See Eveanor — Inside Back Cover) 
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says, that “even the most sinister oppressors can easily 
produce smiling faces of the oppressed on pictures and 
screens. Nor is it difficult to confuse and mislead un- 
informed readers by feeding their imagination with 
fairly tales, blending facts with half truths and lies 
while suppressing the truth.” 

Citing this country’s participation in the exchange 
program, the Latvian exiled publication says: 

“While the Government of the United States is try- 
ing to disseminate in this way some true information 
about America among the deliberately misinformed 
Russian public, the Soviet regime utilizes this privilege 
to mislead the American people, presenting to them a 
false picture about an allegedly prosperous and happy 
life in Soviet Russia and the republics under its sub- 
jection, including the Baltic nations.” 

The press department of the Embassy of the Soviet 
Union in Washington, D. C., heralds the signing of a 
film exchange agreement between the U.S.S.R. and the 
United States, but elsewhere it appears that the pro- 
gram is backfiring on the United States. It has been 
revealed that early next year Russian-made movies 
will be shown in theatres in principal cities in the 
United States. Under the agreement the Communists 
will buy ten films from the United States. These in- 
clude “The Great Caruso,” “The Old Man and the Sea,” 
“Lili,” and “Oklahoma.” In turn the United States 
will purchase seven Soviet films including “The Cranes 
Are Flying.” “The Idiot,” “Swan Lake” and “The Cap- 
tain’s Daughter.” 

Under terms of the cultural agreement between the 
two countries, a standing committee will meet bi- 
ennially to check on the realization of the mutual 
film exchange. It is understood that the Reds have 
already turned down the great American movie en- 
titled “The Ten Commandments.” 

The backfire comes in the form of reaction in South 
America where the Russians are feverishly attempting 
to make inroads. The Reds have a huge propaganda 
campaign on in South America and are now using 
the film agreement as a propaganda vehicle in South 
America. As a result the number of U. 8. made films 
being shown in South America is reportedly on the 
decline, and the number of Soviet pictures used is 
greatly increasing. Recent reports indicate that last 
year Argentina showed 387 American-made films, but 
this year the number dropped to 235, with the differ- 
ence made up chiefly by Soviet movies. 

After the film agreement three theatres in Uruguay 
began the showing of Soviet films, whereas only one 
displayed them prior to that time. 


Will Court Slaughter 
Congressional Queries? 


The U. S. Supreme Court has heard arguments on 
the authority of the House Committee on Un-Amer- 
ican Activities to investigate Communism in educa- 
tional circles. This case involves the refusal of Lloyd 
Barenblat, former psychology instructor at Vassar 
College, to tell the House Committee whether or not 
he is or had been a member of the Communist Party. 
He was convicted of contempt and sentenced to six 
months in prison and fined $250. The American Civil 
Liberties Union appeared before the court in Baren- 
blat’s behalf. The Civil Liberties attorney argued that 
Barenblat had not been advised by the Congressional 
committee as to the pertinency of its investigation, but 
the Government contended that the pertinence of the 
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Censored Boris Pasternak, Author of Supposedly Critical 
Book on Russian Communism, Admits Wrongs, Refuses to 
Leave Russia, His Homeland 


questions had been made perfectly clear to the wit- 
ness. The Civil Liberties Union further argued that 
the U. 8S. House of Representatives had never given 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities au- 
thority to probe into the “delicate area of education.” 
The Civil Liberties attorney told the court that the 
Committee was investigating “not Communist sub- 
version, but Communist thought.” 


Supreme Court To Rule On New Law 


One of the most important decisions expected to 
come from the U, 8. Supreme Court during its present 
term will be that dealing with the so-called Jencks 
Act which was enatced by Congess to protect the files 
of the Federal Government from undue disclosure. 
The Congressional act got its name because the legis- 
lation was enacted to counteract the Supreme Court 
decision in the case of Clinton Jencks, a labor union 
official charged with filing a false non-Communist 
oath under the Taft-Hartley Act, In that decision 
the High Court held that relevant statements in 
possession of the Government, and made by Govern- 
ment witnesses, must be turned over to the defense for 
inspection and use in testing the credibility of Gov- 
ernment witnesses. Congress moved swiftly to plug 
this hole created by the court decision, when it was 
claimed that the decision would result in forcing open 
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LAX IN SECURITY 


the secret files of the Government to criminals as 
well as subversives, 

The new law provides that only substantially ver- 
batim or signed statements of witnesses should be 
supplied to the defense, and that if the Government 
claims part of a prior statement is not relevant, the 
judge in secret may view the Government document 
involved and determine the issue. 

At the present time there are several appeals pend- 
ing before the High Court involving this new act, al- 
though none of them is directly related to the Com- 
munist question. 

The principal appeal pending at the present time 
involves the cases of Harry Lev, Raymond Wool and 
Marvin Rubin, all of New York, who were convicted 


of conspiracy to defraud the Government in military 
hat contracts. 


Security Laxity Endangers Nation 


While pseudo patriots wage campaigns against se- 
curity and secrecy in the name of Constitutional lib- 
erties, our secrets are apparently still falling into the 
hands of unauthorized persons. The latest case in- 
volves the Boeing Airplane Company which is doing 
work for the U. 8. Air Force at its Wichita, Kan., 
plant. 

Apparently a counterfeit nuclear physicist managed 
to get a job at the Boeing plant under false qualifica- 
tions and then reportedly disappeared after having 
access to classified information (see photo, page 9). 

The man obtained a job under the name of Michael 
Almasi. He claimed he held a doctor’s degree in nu- 
clear physics at Ottawa University in Canada, but 
investigation now discloses that Ottawa University 
never heard of him. He also claimed he worked in 
Switzerland with the late Dr. Albert Einstein, and 
that he had studied at the Madame Curie Institute in 
Paris. 

The mystery man originally obtained employment at 
the Boeing guided missile plant in Seattle but was 
more recently transferred to the Kansas plant. 

Almasi resigned late in November and shortly there- 
after disappeared along with his wife and children. 


Dissention on the Union Front 


With internal tensions mounting, smoke signals in- 
dicate the country may possibly see a new branch of 
the labor movement. It has been no secret that the 
once happy family of the newlyweds, the American 
Federation of Labor and the Congress of Industrial 
Organizations, is plagued with contentions within. 

The latest member of the family to threaten to shove 
itself away from the AFL-CIO dinner table and to pack 
its suitcase and go it independently is the 840,000- 
member Carpenter’s Union. This organization adopted 
a resolution a few days ago giving its officials full 
authority to withdraw from the AFL-CIO at any time 
they feel moved. Membership dissatisfaction with the 
way the AFL-CIO bosses had entered jurisdictional 
procedures was said to have been the reason for the 
split. Others said it was unhappiness over charges 
that “purport to discredit and impugn the head of 
the Carpenter’s union.” Maurice A, Hutcheson, pres- 
ident of the union, is facing bribery charges brought 
by the State of Indiana. The AFL-CIO leadership has 
demanded that he explain the charges against him. 

Hutcheson said his union did not want to withdraw 
from the big union federation, and would use the au- 


LISTENING IN 
On The 
RED PARTY LINE 


As Americans, we know the things for which the Con- 

stitution of the United States stands, how it was de- 

vised, what it embodies. But — listen in on the Red 

Party Line and see how the Soviet lies to its people! 
* * * 


On December 4, 1958, over its news service for home 


consumption, the Moscow Radio had this to say about 
the United States Constitution: 


“The history of the United States Constitution clearly 


shows that it was not created by the people nor for the 
people. 
constitutional convention over 160 years ago. 
not include a single representative of democracy, farmer 
or worker. 
people 


It was elaborated and adopted by the so-called 
It did 


\ It included many enemies of the working 
THE TRUTH: The delegates to the Constitutional 
Convention were selected by their fellow citizens in 
their own communities. They were all representatives 
of a democratic choice. Washington may have been 
an aristocrat, but he was a practical farmer as well. 
So were many others. As for the workers—are not 
printers, shoemakers and doctors workers? Franklin 
had made his way as a printer, Roger Sherman was a 
shoemaker, and Hugh Williamson a doctor. Alexander 
Hamilton was a lawyer — but he had earned every bit 
of his way to the top. 
Radio Moscow — “It is a well-known fact that the main 


duty of the Constitution is to guarantee the basic rights 
of the population. 
such guarantees? 
500,000 Americans who during the past few years have 
been subjected to the notorious loyalty examinations, 
whose names, on the basis of denunciations of secret 
informers, have been entered in athe blacklists of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation; by the thousands of 
U. S. citizens who have been dismissed from the civil 
service merely because of suspicion of complicity with 
and sympathy for the liberals. No constitutional guaran- 


tees have safeguarded these people from the arbitrary 
rule of reaction.” 


Does the U. S. Constitution provide 
This question can be answered by 


THE TRUTH: The figures he gives are news to this 
magazine. Security check-ups are a normal matter of 
record, not to be feared by those who have no wrong 
connections. The use of these check-ups has been 
made necessary by the Communists’ attempt to infil- 
trate our Government, And the safeguards to the con- 
stitutional rights of all citizens have been proven by 
the fact that admitted Communists have availed them- 
selves of these safeguards. Moscow shoots anti-Rus- 
sians. 


Radio Moscow— “And the most elementary right of 


man — the right to work, the right to obtain with one’s 
own efforts the means for existence for oneself and one’s 
family! 
by their own bitter experience what it means not to have 
such a right. 
full of life cannot find work and are forced to live on 
wages received from temporary employment.” 


At present about 6 million U. S. families know 


Millions of healthy Americans who are 


THE TRUTH: Again the figures don’t jibe with 
facts. Americans do not have to take jobs at star- 
vation wages—as the Russians must under Commu- 
nism; nor do they have to work in labor camps; nor 
do they have to work where and at what the State 
decides in order to live—but we were under the im- 
pression that the Communists opposed the “Right-to- 
Work” laws. Certainly Organized Labor here has called 
the Soviet unions not true unions. 


Radio Moscow — “It is not by accident that they are 


making bitter jokes in the United States, that the U. S. 
Constitution is not worth the paper on which it is 
printed.” 


THE TRUTH: Who makes these jokes? 
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thority granted by the convention only “as a last 
resort.” 

The metal trades unions are also warring around 
the AFL-CIO fireplace. This rumpus involves juris- 
dictional disputes. Involved are the metal trades unions 
and the industrial type unions which have been organ- 
ized under Walter Reuther’s Industrial Union Depart- 
ment. In this scrap, Peter T. Schoemann, head of Mr. 
Meany’s plumbers’ union, predicts trouble if AFL-CIO 
leaders side with Reuther’s IUD. He said, “You will 
only divide and destroy the house of labor, and repudi- 
ate unity and set aside the merger agreement.” 

Meanwhile the “Reds in labor” ailment has cropped 
up again. A, T. Stephens, of Chicago, former official 
of the United Packing House Workers, has complained 
to George Meany, president of the AFL-CIO, that he 
was denied support of the union administration in 
re-election as vice president because he had demanded 
action the ousting of Communists from the union sev- 
eral months ago. 

Under the “ethical practices code,” as well as the 
constitution of the parent union, branches are obliged 
to rid themselves of control by racketeers and Com- 
munists 

Stephens, who has been a leader in the meat union 
for 21 years, charges that Communists were intensify- 
ing their activities within the union. He appealed to 
Mr. Meany for a direct investigation of the “strangle- 
hold” of Communist influence in the union. He was 
subsequently directed by higher officials of his own 
union to “take a vacation,’ and was relieved of his 
duties as political education director of the union. 

Now that labor union leaders have been given much 
credit for the recent Democratic Party landslide and 
the question is being asked, “How far will Labor go in 
bossing Congress,” some union leaders are being cau- 
tious in their comments about the election and what 
to expect of the men who owe their election to union 
support. 

[t has been estimated that the labor movement spent 
about $3,500,000 to elect candidates, and to defeat of- 
ficeholders they found to be unsatisfactory by the 
union yardstick. 

The Committee on Political Education of the AFL- 
CIO indicates it spent about $570,000 to aid favored 
candidates. However, this figure does not take into 
account the many weeks of so-called “education” 
through union publications through which members 
are fed the union line for one candidate against an- 
other. Neither does it take into account the cost of 
distributing to union members, for “educational pur- 
poses,” of course, alleged “voting records” of members 
of Congress, nor does it include local union expendi- 
tures for candidates. 

In the post-election edition of the AFL-CIO News, 
the columns bulged with stories of how some union 
had pulled a “liberal” through to victory. In an edi- 
torial, however, the paper tried to be modest and said, 
“It is true that labor’s friends have been reinforced 
in Congress and in the State capitals,” but, “it is not 
true that labor alone was responsible for the election 
of liberal, fairminded candidates, nor that labor was 
the only issue in last week’s campaign.” 


Cold War Moves 
Toward Economics 


Developments during 1958 are causing many Na- 
tional lawmakers to question further large grants to 
friendly European nations in the battle against world 
Communism and efforts of Russia in the cold war. 
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Many economists feel that the Communist bloc of na- 
tions has made strides in helping Moscow win the 
cold war against this Nation. 

John J. Powers, Jr., president of a large pharma- 
ceutical manufacturing firm, recently declared, “The 
enemy has devised new techniques and is launching a 
major economic offensive on a world-wide basis, while 
we are still in the perilous position of preparing only 
for a shooting war that may never come. 

“Recent Russian international trade disruption in 
aluminum, tin, and other commodities is as much a 
sign of war as the shooting in Quemoy and the politi- 
cal maneuvering in Berlin and the Middle East.” 

Citing the antics of members of the Communist bloc, 
Mr. Powers said, “The Soviet bloc clearly demonstrated 
that it will dump, that it will sell under cost for po- 
litical purposes, that it will use inflation as a political 
weapon, and that it will extend long term low interest 
loans.” 

He pointed out that the Reds will even build entire 
industries in countries which are its targets, employ- 
ing techniques with which private industry cannot 
possibly compete. 

Many American firms are findinng it temporarily 
profitable to buy at bargains low-paid labor produced 
items from the Soviet bloc. One of the most recent ex- 
amples is that of the Dow Chemical Company which 
purchased about 54 million gallons of benzene from the 
Soviet Government at a price considerably lower than 
that for which the product was offered in the United 
States. The purchase price was reported at about 24 
cents a gallon, whereas the current American price is 
31 cents a gallon, The Soviet government will profit 
about $13,500,000.00 from the American chemical com- 
pany in the sale of its state-owned and produced prod- 
uct. This is considered the first major success by 
Russia in its newest attempt to penetrate the Amer- 
ican domestic market with raw materials at cut-rates. 

Dow negotiated the agreement with the Reds through 
its Dutch subsidiary, and payment will be made in 
Dutch guilders, The benzene will be brought to the 
United States in a tanker leased by this subsidiary. 

On the other hand, businessmen from Western coun- 
tries appear about to wage a war among themselves 
over Communist Czechoslovakia’s big investment pro- 
posals, 

Red China is also becoming of more concern to 
Western businesses. During 1958 Chinese Reds have 
exported great amounts of textiles, cement, sheet glass, 
rubber tires, rubber shoes and other consumer items to 
the extent that even the vast Japanese export trade is 
being seriously affected. There is no question but that 
the drive of the Chinese Red industrialists is designed 
in part to cut deeply into the Japanese trade so as to 
create economic repercussions. The Chinese, of course, 
through their propaganda, accuse the Japanese of 
“toeing the line of American imperialism.” 

The Chinese Communists have their own foreign aid 
program, having built a cotton textile mill in Burma, 
supplying both the equipment and the skill with which 
to operate it. In Cambodia they are erecting a cement 
mill and other industrial plants. 

It has recently been disclosed that our own funds 
to check the spread of Communism have actually done 
exactly the opposite. Alex N. Dragnich, a professor 
at Vanderbilt University, recently testified before the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities that 
American aid actually helped Yugoslavia’s Marshal 
Tito make Communism “more palatable” to the people 
in the Middle and Far East. Dragnich was formerly 
head of the U. 8. Information Service in Belgrade. 
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While admitting that our aid had caused some worry 
to the Reds, Dragnich said, “In another sense our aid 
has made a certain type of Communism which really 
does not differ much from the Russian. 


OUTLOOK — (Continued from page 4) 


houses, and two-bedroom apartments, mobile homes, 
and conventional homes. In addition, young families 
—with good incomes—are buying second homes; 
places on the water or in the mountains. This is a 
commonplace, according to the Census Bureau. 

Nels G. Severin, President, The National Associa- 
tion of Home Builders, made this statement late in 
1958, especially for the NarionaL RePuBLic: 

“The Home Building Industry in 1958 again showed 
that it is one of the main props to the entire National 
economy.” 

“As 1958 began, the country’s prosperity was 
threatened, and the nation got in the grip of a re- 
cession. Nevertheless, home builders moved ahead 
with confidence. Finally, Congress recognized the sit- 
uation and re-enacted the Emergency Housing Act. 
In good part, the housing industry helped to restore 
boom to other industries, 


“As we move into 1959, the Home Building Indus- 
try is building at the rate of about 1,200,000 new 
homes, It is to be hoped that this movement will 
carry well into the year 1959 and that the industry 
will surpass even the 1958 production. 

“For one thing, the Home Builders are striving 
even more to fulfill the needs of the lower and middle- 
income market and | think they will succeed.” 

Others believe the Home Builders will succeed, too; 
especially economists at the U. 8. Chamber of Com- 
merce who estimate the new housing starts at 1,600,000 
— just 400,000 more than the total predicted by Mr. 
Severin. 

Most economists believe that construction pros- 
pects appear favorable, that the industry will not be 
confronted with troublesome times. According to 
United States Chamber of Commerce figures, one Cor- 
poration — F. W. Dodge — expects total construction 
outlays to rise about three per cent in 1959; over the 
past year. The Departments of Commerce and Labor 
go this four per cent better. Both agree that construc- 
tion outlays for 1959 over 1958 could show a possible 
increase of seven per cent. All these terms are in 
dollar volume, From 1957 to 1958 there was an in- 
crease of only one per cent. Consensus is that the 
total volume in construction outlays for 1959 will 
total more than $52-billion. 

Most of this construction work will be evidenced 
in two sectors— housing and highways. All signs 
point to the fact that major public construction, such 
as public buildings, military facilities, highways, sewer 
and water, will be on the increase. On the other hand, 
many private projects may show a decline, gains if 
any rather uneven, most economists predict full re- 
covery by fall. 

There is real reason to believe this, as there is also 
reason to predict that the situation in capital goods 
may be of the same pattern set for general construc- 
tion. These two, capital goods and construction, 
account for worthwhile accomplishment in the Na- 
tional economy. Fuill-blown prosperity cannot be at- 
tained without these two handmaidens. A strong 
capital goods boom would take the nation over the 
top; but that possibility is undoubtedly the greatest 
uncertainty for 1959. A steady rise in manufacturers’ 
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orders and sales in the early months ahead would be 
the answer to Uncle Sam’s prayer, Could be, too, since 
manufacturers’ new orders are increasing, have been 
running about $3-billion above the recession lows. 
While this is very encouraging (orders coming in at 
about $25-billion a month), they are below 1957 lev- 
els, the decline being found chiefly in durable goods. 
Those who recognize a good barometer watch the tool 
and die volume. In 1959, this is expected to be up 
about 15% from the low levels of 1958, that is pro- 
viding our home industries receive the predicted pro- 
tection from imports which have adversely affected 
it. 

To get the economy on an even keel, to start it to- 
ward the bridge that will carry it over to the predicted 
boom year, 1960, substantial orders for machine tools 
are needed by our tools manufacturers. Also, orders 
for new machinery, ball bearings for producers’ dur- 
ables, these and other necessaries. A rise in Amer- 
ican production in some of these industries is noted, 
an evidenced incline in November and early December. 
Industrial production, according to the December re- 
port of the Federal Reserve Board, rose three points 
in November, to 141% of the 1947-49 average. This 
was within four points of the industrial production 
peak of August, 1957. 

As the old year came to a close some startling 
strides were made, even if some were seasonable. Re- 
tail sales in November reached a record of $17-billion 
and more. In the first week of December, department 
store sales were up 7%. 

All this augered well, going into the New Year, es- 
pecially since Christmas sales were creating new rec- 
ords, upwards five per cent over last year. 

Sustained, though not spectacular recovery from 
the recession, sends 1959 glowingly on its way. There 
will be trouble ahead, no doubt, with the possibility 
of strikes in steel and other industries to slow down 
the economy. Such a threat will bring about consider- 
able inventory building which could give a false sense 
of security. Such an upward spiral in inventory might 
take place in the second quarter of the year, putting 
under way a Fool’s Boom. 

That is a danger. Should recovery seem firm, be- 
ware of strikes. Labor troubles at such periods — 
good times, big wage increase demands, this for less 
production, with fringe demands. 

In 1958, labor income dropped about $9-billion. 
Much of the unemployment, decline in labor and other 
income, is accounted for by the liquidation of inven- 
tories which began in October, 1957. They continued 
almost to the end of 1953. 

Now, in 1959, that malady —far more severe than 
an inventory recession—is past; but liquidation of 
inventories can take place again. Such a movement is 
a vital factor in our economy. When an expansion of 
these inventories had hit its peak of more than $91- 
billion in 1957 economic activities got a shot in the 
arm. Then came the reverse action. Unemployment 
began, incomes declined, the balloon burst. 

Under these aderse conditions, liquidation spread 
from manufacturing through transportation — car 
loadings fell off — then filtered into the remainder of 
the economy. 

At the end of the year, 1958, came a sudden switch- 
back. The economy got a new grasp on life. All late 
Government reports showed sustained — though not 
sensational — recovery. Portraits of Salmon P. Chase 
began to circulate once more. For your information, 
those lovely pictures adorn — stare at the beholder — 
from the largest denomination of any United States 


currency —a $10,000 bill. 

When the Chase notes start chasing each other over 
the counter, business is getting better, according to 
Bruce Baird, president of the National Savings & 
Trust Company, in Washington, D. C., one of the 
national capital’s oldest and most respected banks. 

The top Labor Unionist was approached for his 
advanced estimates of 1959, but refused to make pre- 
dictions or to offer any comment. Otherwise the above 
is the outlook for the New Year. 


FREEDOM — (Continued from page 8) 


Although this is but a portion of the Reverend Wil- 
liams’ sermon, it is enough to show clearly how he 
spoke up for America and for freedom, Such a stir- 
ring sermon cannot fail to inspire in hearers a deep 
and lasting love for their country. 

And today, as in 1775, is no time for easy living. 
On all sides we find Americanism challenged. For in- 
stance: 

Recently a small group of American women were 
seeing Europe for the first time, Well-dressed, at- 
tractive, and lively, they were dining one evening in a 
noted Continental night club. At the table nearest 
them sat a drunk and three companions, 

The drunk nodded in the direction of the Americans. 
“Capitalist females,” he sneered, “Dressed like movie 
stars. Bejeweled as princesses.” 

“You’re drunk, John,” a companion warned, 

“Where'd their money come from?” John contin- 
ued. “The filthy dollars to buy all these luxuries? 
Where'd it come from? The sweat of the workers! 
That’s where!” 

John was making quite a spectacle of himself. 
“That’s capitalism,” he snarled, “Exploitation of the 
worker. That’s American methods! America be 
damned !” 

“John!” a companion snapped, “Quiet down. Do 
you want to get us all thrown out of here?” 

That did not impress John, He shuffled to his feet, 
glass in hand he staggered toward the Americans’ 
table. Suddenly the music stopped, A death-like si- 
lence fell over the club. 

“I want to drink a toast,” the drunken man said 
thickly. He held up his glass. “Down with capitalism! 
Down with lousy American dollars. Long live labor!” 

Then a strange thing happened. One of the Amer- 
ican women was on her feet, Small, trim, and with 
flashing eyes, she faced the huge hulking drunk in 
rumpled suit and tie askew. 

“I’m a worker.” The woman’s words rang out sharp 
and clear. “So are all of us at this table. We all 
work in an American factory. Long live labor!” 

In the next breath she continued: “All of us are en- 
joying our first trip to Europe.” She paused momen- 
tarily. “Our capitalist boss made this trip possible 
for us. Long live capitalism!” 

John slumped into his chair. Drunk though he was, 
he obviously understood that the American woman 
had the final word. Capitalism, she had shown con- 
clusively, enabled labor to enjoy the good things of 
life. There’s not much argument against that. 

What, then, can you do to preserve the American 
Way of Life? First, make sure you understand funda- 
mental Americanism. Second, realize your importance 
as an American voter. As such you control the des- 
tiny of this country and perhaps that of the entire 
world. You are freedom’s last guardian. If you fail, 
the world is lost — forever. You must not fail. Speak 
up every day with all your power for America! 
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much political ice as yet. 

And what of the Republican Party in this crisis? 
Does it stand as the counterpart of the British Con- 
servative Party which presently is showing such signs 
of political vigor? 

Here, again, there are differences. The Republican 
Party suffers from the activities of its two opposed 
fringes. On the one hand are the Republicans who 
want to bid against the leftwing Labor-Democrat coali- 
tion with bigger and worse spending programs. They 
would abandon the historic conservative tradition of 
the party and compete in an area where Republicans 
are at an enormous disadvantage. On the opposite 
side of the spectrum are those cultist “reactionaries” 
who form themselves into small sects and demand a 
return to the days of William McKinley. For them, 
no half loaf is acceptable; they must have all or noth- 
ing. Unless they can commit the party to the repeal 
of every recent innovation from income tax to the en- 
tire socialization program that has been harnessed 
onto the people, they refuse to play. 

The thing pessimistic Republicans of the far Right 
overlook is that, call it what you will, there must and 
will always be a conservative political party to oppose 
the excesses of the radical party. Its fortunes will go 
up and down, but in the Anglo-Saxon world at least, 
if its leaders are consistent and persistent, they will 
win as often as they lose. And that satisfies the pur- 
pose of a two-party system. 

Not only in Britain, but in all the Commonwealth 
countries the conservatives, by whatever name they 
are called, have held their own well since World War 
II. Sooner or later, people sense that Laboristic So- 
cialism is a failure wherever it has been tried, It is a 
great backwash in the advance of civilization. There 
will always be eventual limited acceptance for an or- 
ganized political action group that resists those peri- 
odie cycles of collectivism. 


WALKER — (Continued from page 16) 


an obscure island in the Caribbean. But the little 
demi-god was opposing too many forces now. It 
seems that England had entered into the conspiracy 
and had her warships patrolling Central American 
waters. Just as Walker was mopping up the citizenry, 
Captain Salmon of the Icarus sailed into port and 
demanded the evacuation of the island in view of the 
British claims on the Honduras, 

Walker refused and fled down the coast, battling 
Hondurans all the way. The grim ship followed. He 
was finally captured in a little fishing village. 

The rest of the story of William Walker is not a 
pleasant one. Like all dictators, he had to be de- 
stroyed. 

The captain of the British warship took all the men 
on his ship. However, since Walker refused to sur- 
render as an American citizen, declaring: “The Pres- 
ident of Nicaragua is a citizen of Nicaragua,” he was 
turned over to the Honduran forces 

After a hasty courtmartial on September 11, 1860, 
Walker was sentenced to be shot at dawn. The last 
words of the 37-year-old filibuster were, “I was wrong, 
of your people I ask pardon. I should like to think 
my death will be for the good of society.” 

In native style he knelt with his back to the squad, 
after taking the final rites from the priest. Heavy 


musket balls tore his back apart but failed to kill him. 


ELEANOR — (Continued from page 27) 


danger of the Red plague rubbing off on such strang- 
ers to hard-core Communism. 

Mrs, Roosevelt's “‘friends,’’ by whom she says “‘‘one 
should be known,” have included a rather broad range 
of individuals from left of center to the extreme left. 
She poses as a great humanitarian, but she would 
purge Southerners who believe in State Rights over 
centralized Government, from Democratic Party ranks, 
so she says. She supports freedom of races, but then 
qualifies this by stating that she opposes infermar- 
riage. Would she feel compelled to have at her table 
or in her home anyone she had not invited? No! 
She appears to feel “it is not what I do; it is do what 
I say”’’ that is important. 

The attack on the American Legion recalls another 
occasion when she took her ire out on the Daughters 
of the American Revolution, referring to them as 
“worse than the Bolsheviks.”” The D.A.R. naturally 
considered this an insult, but it may have been in- 
tended as a compliment because the ‘“‘“Madam” does 
not appear to feel that Khrushchev and his gang of 
conspirators are such bad fellows after all. Her 
“husband”’ once told a Congressman to “lay off” 
Communists; that some of his best friends were 
Communists and they are ‘‘nice people.”’ She is of 
the opinion that we must coexist with the Reds, al- 
though some people seem to have a difficult time ‘‘co- 
existing’’ with American patriots and with Christians 
in our own country. 

Eleanor’s likes and dislikes are extremely pro- 
nounced. She shows no mercy on those she dislikes 
and stops at nothing in behalf of her friends. some 
of whom are considered to be pretty fuzzy-minded to 
say the least. She claims the D.A.R. members are 
worse than Bolsheviks; the American Legion is and 
has always been intolerant; Communists and Socialists 
are nice people to be around, One young Communist 
unit in California notified Eleanor they liked her so 
well they intended naming their unit for her. She 
belatedly admitted some time ago what everyone else 
knew, i.e., that the American Youth Congress, the 
leaders of which she had entertained at the White 
House, was seriously infiltrated and followed the Red 
Party line. She entered the circles promoting the Na- 
tional Negro Congress which everyone else knew was 
a Communist front. Even the pro-Red Socialist 
fronting for the organization could not “take it’? and 
resigned as national chairman with the charge that 
most of the operational expenses of the movement 
came from the Communist Party treasury. After his 
resignation a full time Communist Party member 
took over its chairmanship. 


Mrs. Roosevelt hated the late Senator McCarthy 
and McCarthyism, so violently, in fact, that the would- 
be president-maker has black-balled Senator Kennedy 
because he refused to take a stand on “McCarthyism.” 
Of course, the Senator was hospitalized at the time 
and couldn't take a stand. She says she has other 
objections to Kennedy and that his father is spending 
a great deal of money to put him over, On the other 
hand, Hubert Humphrey of Minnesota is her shining 
light. They are buddies in the left-wing Americans 
for Democratic Action. She is honorary chairman; 
he a founder and former national chairman. This 
group ties together the old out-of-office New Deal 
crowd and the “Fabian Socialists.’”” It will be re- 
called that Humphrey recently got in print following 
a trip to Moscow, as sort of a messenger boy for 
Khrushchev, delivering an “important”? secret mes- 
sage to President Eisenhower, but it was evidently 
only of propaganda importance, Humphrey is the 
Madam ’s candidate for the Democratic Party nomina- 
tion for President. She has evidently lost sight of 
the fact that Kennedy is a product of the London 


School of Economics, the fountainhead of world Fa- 
bian Socialist ideologies and political training. But 
Humphrey is more outwardly leftwing, so she pre- 
fers him for he is a “spark of greatness” and of ‘‘cre- 


ative thinking”’ in foreign affairs, she says. He adopt- 
ed as his campaign slogan, on his grandstand return 
from Russia, the “Star of Peace.’””’ Two other Demo- 
erat candidates for President, both winners, Wilson 
and F.D.R. were elected because of their peace slo- 
gans, only to lead us afterwards into two vicious 
world wars. Will the people b‘te a third time? 

The former First Lady fought “Ham Fishism,”’ 
“Martin Diesism,’” “McCarthyism” and now ‘‘East- 
landism,’’ and she no doubt feels that there should 
be an end to “McClennanism” (investigator of labor 
union racketeering). She opposed the election of 
Congressman St. George of New York because Mrs. 
St. George associated with Hamilton Fish. Yet Mrs. 
F.D.R. has been very critical of Congressional charges 
based on “association’’ with Communists. She did 
not like the famous and generally applauded book, 
“The Red Decade,’ by Eugene Lyons; or Senator Taft 
whom she charged with “undermining our courage.” 
She “likened to Hitler’’ Senator McCarthy. She has 
viciously attacked Senator Jenner who had, in turn, 
been critical of Senator Flanders for urging us to go 
soft towards Russia. She expressed confidence in Bul- 
ganin and his mouthings of peace. She has praised 
Tito and Nehru, the Communist and Socialist fence- 
straddlers. She has defended the Fund for the Re- 
public and has made several of its awards. She has 
attended the affairs of the red front Southern Con- 
ference for Human Welfare; attended with delight 
the concerts of the pro-Red Negro, Paul Robeson; 
commended leftist Archibald McLeish’s book, ‘‘The 
Conquest of America. She was tied up with the ‘‘Prot- 
estant Digest,’’ an extremely anti-Catholic and pro- 
Russian publication. She aided a Greek pro-Red aid 
movement;, praised the resolutions of the Communist 
Political Association during the war as being ‘‘excel- 
lent’; was critical of Congress because it stressed 
the Communist menace instead of the “Fascist men- 
ace’? in the United States in 1942. She opposed the 
anti-Communist government of Franco in 1950; took 
issue with a West Coast writer because of the writer’s 
criticism of UNESCO. She has stated she does not 
look under every bed for Communists. She would 
not know one if she found one, She has pleaded for 
amnesty for individually-named Communists jailed 
under our sedition laws, She asked for clemency for 
the traitors, the Rosenbergs, who were eventually 
electrocuted. She has called for the repeal of the 
Smith (sedition) Act since the High Court has wiped 
out State sedition laws. She travels pretty generally 
in leftist ranks politically and socially. 

The recent attack on the American Legion was not 
her first. She has given her affections to a newer 
veterans’ group which hobnobs with the leftists in 
politics. Regardless, the Legion’s ranks soar. Its 
membership is now some three and a half million. It 
constitutes a powerful force of those who fought for 
our country on foreign battiefields and returned home 
determined to remain alert to the dangers of the 
Communist conspiracy. 

It has been said and partially admitted by Mrs. 
Franklin D, Roosevelt that at one time in her life 
she could stand on her head. It is not too important 
as to when she last stood on her head, but from read- 
ing her daily column, ‘““My Day” and in keeping up 
with her daily activities through the press, listening to 
her pronouncements over television, radio and through 
forums, noting her affiliations and the type of po- 
litical pals with whom she appears to affiliate, and 
reviewing a scattering of her numerous past pro- 
nouncements, one would get the idea that the former 
First Lady of the Land is still all upside down. 
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Now Available -- 


SENSATIONAL EXPOSE! 


The First Compilation of Selected Statements of Communism's Foremost Leaders. 175 Carefully 
Selected Statements, from Marx to Khrushchev, Exposes the True Character of World Communism 


The personal and social credos and political 
philosophy and tacties of the architects and 
builders of world revolutionary Communists 
are shown by words from their own mouths. 

This blueprint of Communism in action, ex- 
posing the ambitions and world aims of the 
instigators of world revolution and worldwide 
Communist dictatorship, is compiled entirely 
from the words of those who devised the plan, 
those who put it into action, and by those who 
proceed to carry it out to what they hope will 
be a successful realization of the dreams ot 
those who preceded them. 

This Red ‘Kampf’ proves that Communism 
is a world racket, filled with deceit, trickery, 
and fakery, a BIG LIE, spread through the 
most colossal propaganda campaign ever waged 
in the annals of the world. 

It unmasks realities which cause many of 
the misconceptions of the true nature of the 
Red beasts. 

It clears the way against the misinterpreta- 
tions of the everyday moves and pronounce- 
ments of the world leaders of the Red plague 
which keeps the world in chaos. 

It proves by the hidden pronouncements of 
the foremost Red leaders, that Communism 
has never been a ‘workers’ movement” and is 
not a “workers’ government,” and never was so 
intended, regardless of the Communist propa- 
ganda to the contrary. 

It proves that the movement was not, and 
is not a “proletarian’’ movement in behalf of 
the proletariat and for the annihilation of the 
“bourgeoise” or “Capitalist,” but is aimed at 
the destruction of the great “middle class.” 


It proves that “co-existence” is but a sham 


History's Greatest Hoax 


to mislead and eateh off guard, non-Communist 
countries; that diplomatic relations are but 
Communist weapons for propaganda and es- 
pionage, and the means of peaceful aggression; 
that demands for “liberation” of colonies is a 
Trojan horse, and for the advancements of civil 
strife, leading to Communist annexations; that 
world trade is for political, and not for eeo- 
nomic advancement; that disarmament and 
peace proposals are for the purpose of disarm- 
ing the non-Communist world; that ‘“democe- 
racy” and ‘People’s government” are masks 
for brutal dictatorships. That socialization of 
land and property, the tools of production and 
the communication and education are in the 
interest of a self-anointed clique controlling 
the one party political system of Communism, 
enslaving the masses, under such dictatorship 
to the chains of Communist philosophy; that 
employment is free only insofar as one must 
work or starve, at the wage, and conditions, 
craft, and place, designated by the dictatorship. 

Social security, as practiced under Commu- 
nism is in faet a leveling and imprisoning tool 
of the dictatorship over the worker. 

These and other facts of Communism are set 
forth in this 22-page document. 


ORDER your copy or supply TODAY! 


Price: 35 Cents; 10 for $3; 100 for $25; Further Dis- 
count on Larger Amounts 


National Republic, 511 Eleventh Street, N, W. 
Washington 4, D. C. 


Enclosed find $_______- , for which send me 
er en copies of Sensational Expose!, the Red 
‘Kampf.’ 
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